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he captivity of whales and dolphins for public display
has long been a subject of great controversy.
The public-display industry maintains that exhibiting
live animals serves a valuable and necessary educational function. But The HSUS and many others believe that no one can
learn about how whales and dolphins fit into the marine
ecosystem by watching these intelligent, far-ranging animals
circle endlessly in tiny, chlorinated, concrete tanks. The publicdisplay industry says that captive whales and dolphins are
saved from the uncertainties and dangers of life in the wild. Yet
we know that the capture of these animals is cruel and traumatic, and that captivity is debilitating.
Captivity, then, contrary to all the benefits alleged by the
public-display industry, only offers wild marine mammals
"protection" from the one thing they really need: their natural
environment.
Public opposition to captivity for whales and dolphins was
galvanized when the movie Free Willy, the story of a captive orca
set free, premiered in July 1993. That opposition brought new
momentum to The HSUS's campaign to prohibit the capture of
wild marine mammals for public display and to rehabilitate and
return to the wild all suitable candidate whales and dolphins.
The focus of public awareness in the wake of Free Willy was
"Keiko," the orca who played "Willy" in the film. Keiko has
not been in the best of health, living in a tank in Mexico City
too small to accommodate him as he has grown.
Keiko will soon be moving to a new home, thanks to the
Free Willy Foundation, which is led by David C. Phillips of
Earth Island Institute. I'm pleased to say that I serve on the
board of the foundation as the representative for The HSUS.
The Free Willy Foundation is funding construction of a new,
state-of-the-art facility at the Oregon Coast Aquarium; Keiko
will be transported there late this year. Plans
are to restore Keiko to health and train him to
survive in the wild. With luck and sophisticated methodologies, we hope to locate members
of his original family off the coast of Iceland.
Our goal is to reunite him with them if at all
possible.
This plan is ambitious and precedent setting. Never before has a trained orca been prepared for return to the wild. However, our ef-

forts on behalf of Keiko and our investment in and support for
the new Oregon Coast facility are designed to benefit more
than one whale.
Over the next five years, The HSUS in conjunction with the
Free Willy Foundation will establish the Marine Mammal Institute. The institute will foster scientific and intellectual inquiry aimed at effecting the rescue, rehabilitation, and release
of captive and stranded whales and dolphins, and the Oregon
Coast facility will provide a site for housing such animals.
Through the institute we will present symposia; develop
new technologies; and support, publish, and disseminate innovative research. The institute will bring together prominent experts in marine mammal biology, toxicology, radio and satellite
telemetry, and other fields. These specialists will develop protocols that ensure the highest possible degree of safety for both
the captive animals and the populations into which they will be
released.
Not surprisingly, those who profit from displaying captive
whales and dolphins have generally been opposed to their release. However, both the public-display industry and the U.S.
government have stated that they would consider the release of
captive marine mammals to be a viable option if depleted populations ever needed restoration following an environmental
catastrophe, either natural or man-made. The institute will help
them live up to that pledge. To further this effort, The HSUS
will seek to include qualified scientists and officials from the
public-display industry and government in the establishment
and operation of our institute.
In making the sequel Free Willy 2, producers Lauren Shuler
Donner and Richard Donner used animated models and computer animation juxtaposed with film footage of wild orcas in
place of live-animal actors. We urge the public-display industry
to employ this kind of technical wizardry, instead of captive live animals, in their displays
and shows. The public could then be educated
and entertained without removing marine
mammals from their ocean homes.
We place a high priority on the establishment of the Marine Mammal Institute and we
are committed to its success. Through its
work and with your support, whales and dolphins can be forever free.
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THE WILD BIRD Conservation Act of 1992 (WBCA) is
a success!
The United
States has
been the
world's largest
consumer of
wild birds, importing an estimated 7.4 million
birds between 19 81
and 1991. Outraged
by the U.S. role in
this destructive
trade, The HSUS
helped to lead the campaign for federal legislation
restricting wild-bird imports. After a hard-fought
1
battle, the WBCA
! was enacted on
October 23, 1992.
A recent analysis
by The HSUS of
1994 import figures
confirms that bird
imports arc down,
from an estimated
465,000 birds in 1989
to an estimated 52,000
birds in 1994, and of
these most were captive
bred. Clearly the WBCA is
achieving its goal: to promote
the conservation of exotic
birds.
The WBCA is up for reauthorization in Congress this
fall, with The HSUS presenting testimony in September at
a hearing on the WBCA's efficacy.

ton (l~ight)-who has been
seen on the silver screen
in Nell, Made in America, and What's
Love Got to Do
with It?-the sixminute
video
(VHS) (beloVi~ is
available from The
HSUS for $10.00,
plus $3.00 shipping
and handling. A thirty-second public-service announcement (3/4" format) is available for $20.00, plus shipping
and handling.
Mr. Compton, a horse enthusiast, has also worked with
The HSUS in lobbying efforts
to pass legislation that
would greatly reduce the
suffering of horses being
transported to slaughter
in the United States.

NATIONAL FARM
Animals Awareness
Week, September
17-23, got a boost
from a very important person. Bob
Keeshan (above,
right), better known as television's beloved Captain Kanga-

I

roo, recorded HSUS radio
public-service announcements to air
dming the week.

THE HSUS'S
New England
Regional Office
awarded its annual Shaw-Worth
Memorial Scholarship to Jennifer E.
Bruhn, of Arlington, Massachusetts, in June. The $1 ,000
college scholarship was
established to assist
students who have
demonstrated
a
deep respect for
animals and people and who plan
to work in the service of animals, the
envirom11ent, and 1mmankind. Ms. Bruhn entered
Norwich University in Vermont this fall; she plans to major in biology. She hopes to
become a veterinarian.

THE HSUS STRONGLY
opposes the use of elephants
and other wild animals in entertainment spectacles, due to

BUCKING THE MYTH, a
new HSUS video, illustrates
the brutal treatment of animals
in rodeos around the country.
Footage obtained during a
yearlong investigation by The
HSUS documents rodeo
events in which animals were
injured and even killed. Narrated by actor O'Neal Comp2

Jennifer E. Bruhn (cente1) receives the Shaw-Worth Memorial
Scholarship in Junefi'om HSUS New England Regional Director Arnold F Baer and Elizabeth Riley Perkins Shaw.

the stressful conditions these
animals endure and the threat
that using them poses to the
safety of animals, the public,
and the performers. In 1994 in
Honolulu, Hawaii, an African
elephant named "Tyke" attacked a handler during a circus performance. Her trainer
attempted to stop her and was
killed in front of the horrified
audience. Tyke then broke out
of the auditorium and escaped
into the streets of Honolulu,
where she died in a hail
of police bullets. In
May 1995 two
Asian elephants
named "Frieda"
and "Debbie" ran
wild in a parking
lot in Hanover,
Pennsylvania, causing panic and
damage. Two months later,
they repeated this performance in Queens,
New York, injuring
twelve spectators
and a trainer.
The HSUS has
worked to change the
treatment of elephants in captivity and
in the wild
through mvestigation,
education,
and legislation. Hollywood, Florida, and Quincy,
Massachusetts,
now have ordinances
prohibiting performing
wildlife. New London,
Connecticut, demanded
special guarantees and
procedures from a circus earlier this year before allowing it to open.
The HSUS actively supported these effmis and
m July called upon
HSUS NEWS • Fall 1995

the park's rare plants are declining.
The HSUS will be working
closely with officials of the
National Park Service (NPS)
to prevent the needless killing
of these popular wild creatures.

New York State to ban performing elephants. Perfonning
elephants are trapped in situations that too often end in
tragedy.
WASHINGTON STATE'S
Olympic National Park (ONP)
has been one of the few places
in the world where mountain
goats could be seen. Now, according to a plan released in March by the
park, all of its mountain goats, numbering
around three hundred
and fifty, will be shot
from helicopters
by park rangers.
Searches will be
carried out every
five years to kill
any goats who
have strayed into
the park.
The park's rationale
the slaughter is that the goats
are not native to the park and
that a growing population of
goats will threaten rare
plant species. However
The HSUS cmmot support the ONP's position.
There is significant evidence that goats were
present in the park before
their known introduction
in the 1920s and are therefore part of the native fauna;
the goat population may
actually have decreased
since 1990; and ONP has
presented no evidence that
HSUS NEWS • Fall1995

THE BEAUTY and charm of
the engaging fellow who appeared on the cover of the
Spring 1995 HSUS News
(below)-the first amphibian
to grace the cover of the Nevvs
in its forty-year historyprompted many readers to ask
for more information about
him. He is a red-eyed tree frog,
a species that lives in the tropical rain forests of Central
Ametica. Red-eyed tree frogs,
who grow up to three inches
length, are insect
eaters who
live in trees
and are active only at
night. Their
coloration is
striking: they
have a leaf~ green
back,
iblue sides with
cream-co I ored
1;; stripes, thin legs
lthat are green
above and blue below, orange feet and toes, and
bright red eyes.
Frogs are crucial members
of the food chain in ecosystems all around the world.
Adults prey on a variety of insects, while tadpoles and eggs
are important food sources to
many animals. But over the
last twenty to thirty years, amphibian populations have been
dwindling due to habitat destruction, air and water pollution, and human consumption.
By protecting wetlands and reducing chemical pollution, we

ESA: SPECIES PROFILE
AT RISK: SEA TURTLES
THREATS: Entangle-

ment in shrimp
nets; coastal development; illegal trade in and
consumption of
turtle products.
Turtle excluderdevices (TEDs).allow
seaturtles to escape from
shrimp nets unharmed, but
many fishermen use TEDs
intern1ittently, improperly, or
not at all, causing thousands
of sea ·turtles to die every
year. Beachfront construction, traffic, and lights discourage nesting females and
disorient hatchlings as they
emerge from their nests under the sand.
POPULATION: Sea turtles
were once abundant in the
world's tropical and subtropical waters, numbering in the
millions. In the last century
populations of all species of

sea turtle have declined dramatically. The most endangered species
of sea turtle is
the Kemp's ridley; as few as
five hundred adult
females remain.
ESA STATUS: Allsea turtles
in US. waters are listed as either endangered or threatened under the ESA. Because of sitandings of
Kemp's ridleys in the Gulf of
Mexico, The HSUS and
Earth Island Institute have
filed suit against the National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS), the agency .responsible for protection of sea
turtles: The HSUS believes
that the NMFS has failed to
take actions required lmder
the ESA to halt the decimation of these magnificent
creatures.
D

Many animals depend on the Endangered Species Act (ESA)
for their survival. Here we focus on a species whose fate is
linked with that of' the ESA itself

can help ensure a future tor
these important species.

THE

HSUS WILDLIFE

Land Trust was the recipient
of $50,000 raised by the Fashion Accessories Benefit Ball,
held in New York City in May.
The donation will support the
establishment of permanent
wildlife sanctuaries closed to
recreational hunting and commercial trapping. Since its inception last October, the

HSUS Wildlife Land Trust has
accepted sanctuary properties
in New Hampshire, New York,
and Arkansas. Properties in
Louisiana, Georgia, Florida,
Massachusetts, New Jersey,
North Dakota, Maine, and
Tennessee are also being considered. An initiative is being
considered in Amazonia,
Brazil, that may result in a
partnership between the HSUS
Wildlife Land Trust and ProNatura Brazil-an organization
3

ew Year, ew USUS
Publications Catalog
that promotes sustainable economic uses of natural resources-to protect one hundred and seventy thousand
acres in the heart of Brazil's
Amazon rain forest.

CAUSING CONCERN
throughout the animal-protection community and the livestock industry are increasingly
complicated and cruel methods of altering the physical appearance of animals entered in
youth livestock shows. Motivated by the profits to be
reaped from champion animals, competitors are pumping steers with air or oil to fill
out concave body areas, administering steroids and drugs
illegal for use in food animals,
removing the ribs of lambs to
make them appear to have
longer loins, and beating
lambs to cause their bodies to
swell and feel firmer to judges
during examination.
The HS US commends the
many livestock-industry leaders who are speaking out
against these cruel practices
and are calling for tougher
penalties for tampering with or
using illegal drugs for show
animals. Proposed solutions
include changing the emphasis
of competition from the appearance of the

4

animals to the degree of a
student's knowledge of animal husbandry, limiting
bow much a competitor
can earn from the sale of
champion animals, and
banning from competition
for life anyone who engages in cruel and unacceptable practices.

IN MARCH the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service (FWS),
an agency of the Department
of the Interior (DOl), announced the removal of three
species of kangaroo from the
ESA list of endangered and
threatened species. For twenty
years environmentalists
have fought to
keep these kangaroos on the list
and to ban U.S.
import of kangaroo skins. At the
same time the
Australian government has lobbied to
remove these species'
ESA protection, claiming that
it was properly managing kangaroo populations.
According to the FWS
there are 14 million fewer kangaroos today than in 1981. The
number of kangaroos killed
each year for the international trade in kangaroo
skins has skyrocketed, from fewer than
I million in 1975
to more than 5
million in 1992.
The
FWS's
decision marks
the first time
that species
have been removed from the
ESA list in the face
of declining populations.
The HSUS and other organizations have announced their

Tlw 199:)-% HSUS publications
catalog is now ayailable-\\ith
clc~cription.s. price~., ami ordering
infonuation for more than :200
items., from periorlicab a11d T-~lurt~
to informatiomd fli<'rs aucl nunpaign lmtlowi. For ymu)i·ec
copY. complete and n~ttu·n thi~
coupo11. Plca~c allmY (J-8 \\Teb
for rlel i very.

latest stars to sign on in
support of "The Beautiful Choice." Thirtyfive celebrities now
.' lend their support to
the HSUS campaign.

HSUS EFFORTS

intention to sue over the decision.

ALMOST TEN years ago,
the NPS asked HSUS
consultant Jay Kirkpatrick, Ph.D., and
his colleagues for
help in controlling
the growing wildhorse population
at Maryland's Assateague Island National Seashore without
harming, handling, or removing the horses fi"om the island. In the spring of 1995 the
NPS began to manage
the Assateague horses by treating the
mares with the
immunocontraceptive PZP (porcine zona pellucida). PZP has
been more than 95
percent effective in
blocking pregnancy in
treated mares at Assateague.

to encourage consumer demand for
eggs from uncaged
hens continue to meet
with success. As the result of
two new HSUS egg campaigns, three stores in
Billings, Montana, have begun
to carry eggs from
uncaged hens,
and
Food
Gallery and
Giant Eagle
stores 1n
Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania,
have
begun to offer
these eggs to their
customers. For information on
how you can help with our
1995 egg efforts or launch
your own egg effort, contact
The HSUS's Bioethics and
Farm Animal Protection

GARFIELD the
famous
cartoon
cat (above) will
soon be urging
people to "Get the
Facts on Cats"
through HSUS print
public-service announcements, part of our national "Get
the Facts on Cats" campaign.

BEAUTIFUL
Choice"," HSUS's campaign
to promote the use of cosmetic
and other personal-care products not tested on animals,
continues to garner support
from celebrities. Actors Kirstie
Alley (above, left) and Drew
Barrymore (above) are the two

COUNTRY

SINGER

Daron Norwood and The
I-ISUS teamed up in April,
May, and June for a threemonth pet-care promotion in
twenty-one cities in the southern, southwestern, and western
states. Mr. Norwood's song
HSUS NEWS • Fall 1995

ALICE MORGAL~ \VRIGI-IT-EDITI-1 GOODE
FUND TESTAMENT.ARY TRUST
DECEMBER

31, 1993

STATEMENT OF ASSETS AND LIABILITIES

Assets
Trust Corpus 12/31/92
Principal Additions:
1993 Income from Investments-Net
Less: Distribution of 1992 Income
Balance 12/31/93
Represented by
Cash J1~quivalents
Accrued Interest
InYestment Securities-at Book V:'llue
Other
Balance 12/31/93

$1,301,573
_ _1]5_,_;i12
1,537,085
55,725
(49,875)
$1,542,935

Organization (il' <lppli<"ahle) _ _

City _ _ __
~lailto

" - - - - - - - - :-ltal<" _ _ Zil'------

Pllhli<"<llio>Jo ( :at;do;.<. Tlw lleil Ci" :.'.1()() I" Cit .. ~\\"

ORGANIZATIONS RECEIVING Am FROlll ALICE MORG,\N
WRIGHT-EDITH GOODE FITND

1993

TRt-sT INCOME

AdYocatcs for Animals, l~dinlmrgh. SC'otbnd
Anwrican Fondouli: Maintenance Committee, Inc., Boston, .Massachusetts
The Aninwls' Grusadcrs, Inc., LaC:onncr, \\:1sliingtm1
Asociaci6n lTruguaya de Protccci6n a los ~\nimnlcs, i\I011tc\·idco. Crn,guay
Assistance aux Animaux, Paris, F'rmwc
Blue Cro" of India, MaLiras, India
Brooke Hospital for Animals, London, England
Brooke Hospital for Animals (Cairo), London, England
County ':Vicklow Society for the PreYention of Cruelty to Animals, Cmtnty
\\'icklo\\·, lrdaml
Deutsche Ticrfrcunde E.\:, Munich, Germany
Dublin Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Anitnals, Dublin. Ireland
Ferne Aniinal Sanctuary, Somerset, England
Friends of Dogs, Calcutta, India
The Fur Bearers, \~1ncou\·cr, Cannda

Guam Anitnals in 1\"ced, Inc., BmTigadn, Guam

581,202
7,956
955,040
(1,263)
$1,542,935

STATEMENT OF RI,CEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS

Receipts
1993 Income from Investments-Net

$55,]Q__

Disbursements
Grants of 1993 Income
to Organizations Listed

$55,725
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Please send me a free copy of
the 1995-96 publications catalog-.

Hellenic Aniinal \Vel fare Society, ,\them;, Cn:ccc
The International Society for ..._\nitnal H.ights, Inc., Clarks Summit. Pc:nnsyh'ania
Lake City Animal Shelter, Lake Cit)·, Florida
Liguc Fran<;aisc des Droits de l'Anirnal. Paris, Francc
~Iissonri AntiviYiscction Society, St. Louis, ~lissouri
I-ltnnanc Society of Nacogdoches Countyl Nacogdo~hcs, Texas
National Equine Defence League, Carlisle, En,:J,lnnd
Kationallltnnane Education Society, Lccshurg, \rin~inia
1'\ordic Society against PainfuiJ;:xperiinents on Anitnals, IIa,:J,crstcn. Sweden
Pelican ~Ian's Bird Sanctuary, Sarasota, Florida
People's Dispensary for Sick Anitnals, t-!hropshin..>, En,0,1and
Pytha,gnras, \'ienna, ~\ustria
Society for the Protection of 1\nimals 1\hroad, Lond(m. England
SPCA ~ational Council of Southern Africa, Southdalc, Republic of South ~\frica
Stop the 0Ycrpopulation of Pets, Inc., lllansficld. Ohio
Ticrschutzvcrein fiir Berlin und lTtngehung Corp., Berlin, Germany
'Vorld Society for the Protection of .Aniinals. London. England
"rorld Society for the Protection of Aninwls (Rwanda), London, En,l;bnd

5

"Bad Dog, No Biscuit" inspired a drive to collect canned
and packaged pet food from
fans attending his concerts for
donation to area animal shelters selected by
The
HSUS.
HSUS shirts
and calendars were
given away
by radio stations during
the tour. Mr.
Norwood (left)
also recorded radio publicservice announcements for
The HSUS about responsible
pet ownership that were aired
by radio stations in each city
along his tour route.
11

5TOP KILLING THE

Tigers!" is the plea of nineyear-old Heather Baskin, a
student at Nova Dwight D.
Eisenhower
Elementary
School in Davie, Florida.
Heather's illustration of a tiger
appears on a poster recently
produced by The HSUS. The
poster will be used in an education campaign, in which The
HSUS is joining forces with
the FWS, aimed at reducing
the sale and consumption of
medicinal products labeled as
containing rhinoceros and
tiger parts. The illegal killing
of tigers and rhinos for use in
traditional Asian medicines is
a primary cause of dramatic
declines in tiger and rhino
populations.
Heather's poster was entered in a contest organized by
the Broward County Environmental Education Coalition, on
the occasion of the November
1994 meeting of the parties to
the Convention on International Trade in Endangered
Species of Wild Fauna and
Flora, known as CITES.
•
6

WILDLIFE REHABILITATION TRAINING CENTER OPENS

E

ach year people throughout the country rescue
thousands of displaced and
injured mammals, birds, and
reptiles, carefully preparing
these animals for a return to
their natural environments.
To address the educational
needs of this growing community, The HSUS has
opened the Wildlife Rehabilitation
Training
Center
(WRTC), on Cape Cod, in
Massachusetts.
The WRTC is a combination classroom and clinic
dedicated to providing training in the rehabilitation and
release of injured wildlife. In
1995 a comprehensive curliculum of classes, workshops, and seminars was offered to laypeople, interns,
veterinary technicians, and
veterinarians. Prominent professionals in the field of
wildlife rehabilitation and
members of the HSUS staff
served as instructors. The
WRTC season begins each
year in the spring and ends in
the fall. Its programs, which
nm from two to four days, address specialized subjects,
such as animal capture and
restraint, as well as offer introductions to techniques that
can be used with diverse
species. As the program develops, it will provide appropriate training for highly
skilled rehabilitators, as well
as for novice ones, and a
means of unifying and codifying disparate approaches to
rehabilitation issues.
The WRTC also provides
veterinary care for injured
wildlife in the Cape Cod area,
continuing some of the com-

munity-oriented services offered for the past several
years by the private rehabilitation organization Orenda
Center. The Orenda Center's
staff has treated gulls, gannets, geese, raptors, raccoons,
foxes, squirrels, turtles, and
many other animals. The
WRTC is working closely
with Wildlife Information
Referral Services, a Cape Cod
animal-issues hotline, to help
local rehabilitators with a
wide range of patients and
problems.
The WRTC began to take
shape in October 1994, when
Barbara Birdsey of the Orenda Wildlife Land Tmst generously donated the Orenda
Center property to The
HSUS. With support from
the Dodge Foundation,
The HSUS conducted a
study to assess the feasibility of creating a training center on the site.
The study unequivocally
supported our plans for

such a center. The buildings
on the property were renovated for the new and unique
role of the WRTC.
Next spring's program will
build on this year's offerings
with the guidance of an advisory board of rehabilitation
professionals from around
the nation. The WRTC is the
first facility dedicated to
training in wildlife rehabilitation skills. The HSUS is committed to the sharing of expertise within the rehabilitation community through this
center.-Richard H Farinato,
HSUS director, captive wildWe protection
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UP FRONT

Frogs are frequently used in life-science class dissections. Studies of college-age students indicate that many students have moral reservations about such use.

ANIMAL-RESEARCH ISSUES

Students' Concerns Triumph
Alternatives to classroom dissection offered

W

hen Bm·bra Sant, a student at
Hillsboro Community College
in Largo, Florida, approached
her biology instructor with ethical concerns about a planned frog dissection, she
was told that no alternatives for the class
would be considered. She also was advised to weigh seriously any thoughts
about not performing the dissection, as
lmowledge of frog anatomy would be exhaustively tested on an upcoming exam.
Undaunted, Ms. Sant decided that she had
to stand up for a position she believed was
ethically and morally correct. She studied
appropriate textbooks and obtained a
plastic model of a frog that contained
more than 170 labeled parts. When the instructor made a final effort, at the beginning of the dissection class, to talk Ms.
Sant into participating in the dissection,
Ms. Sant explained that she was "simply
caring about life and showing a sensitivity
and compassion for creatures helpless

8

from man's manipulations." Aware that
the entire class now was listening, the instructor abruptly ended the conversation
and started the lesson. Despite the controversy, Ms. Sant received a grade over
ninety on the frog-anatomy exam and an
A for the course.
Ms. Sant is one of several hundred college and high school students whom The
1-ISUS has helped during the past two
years. Published studies have shown that
between one-third and one-half of college-age students have moral reservations
about dissecting animals in classroom settings. Unfortunately only a few of these
students bring their concerns to the attention of their professors. The HSUS works
to publicize and legitimize opposition to
dissection so that more students will be
encouraged to voice their concerns.
When contacted by a student faced
with a classroom assignment or policy
harmful to animals, The HSUS responds

by promptly sending a comprehensive
packet of information and by providing
guidance to the student on how to proceed
in seeking an alternative assignment
and/or policy.
Texas activist Lauren Sullivan, with
the help of The HSUS and other animalprotection organizations, convinced the
Austin Independent School District to
draw up "Guidelines for the Use of Animals in the Classroom," which state, in
part: "Students who oppose using animals
must be given meaningful educational alternatives, including computer programs,
videotapes, physical models, etc .... Students must not be penalized in any way
for ref·using to dissect an animal."
Recent sh1dent triumphs include a veterinary-technology sh1dent at Fort Valley
State College in Fort Valley, Georgia, and
a fitness leadership shJdent at County College of Morris in Randolph, New Jersey,
who were granted alternative assigm11ents
to cat dissections. A student who protested
against the insensitive handling of dogs in
a veterinary-technology course at the
State University of New York in Canton
was the impetus for humane refinements
in that program. In the New Jersey case, a
course is being developed specifically for
students who oppose dissection.

Providing support and guidance to shldents is clearly worthwhile, but there is also a need to bring this issue more directly
to the schools. Meeting this need The
HSUS sends staff members to speak on
campuses about the reform of animal use
in higher education.
In November 1993 the sh1dent animalrights group at Sarah Lawrence College in
Bronxville, New York, invited an HSUS
speaker to address interested students and
faculty. In an impromphl discussion following our presentation, a number of students shared concerns and grievances
about animal dissections with two biology
faculty members present. The faculty
members responded by adopting the progressive "Choice Policy Regarding Dissection in Biology Courses." It appeared
in the college's registration materials the
following spring.
Laurie Machnowski, a biology sh1dent
at James Madison University in Harrisonburg, Virginia, and a leader of the campus
Animal Rights Coalition (ARC), arranged
to act as host to our speaker in October
1994. We met with the head ofthe biology
department and were featured on a campus radio show. In the next few months,
through the combined efforts of ARC and
The HSUS, the use of animals in the
school's vertebrate physiology class (a
specific target of ARC) was made optional and a new class section added that does
not use animals. A new course, Issues in
Animal Welfare, is being offered during
the fall 1995 semester and will examine
issues of animal rights, animal welfare,
and the biology of animal suffering.
Adrianna Weaver and Mara Roebuck,

biology students who served as our hosts
at the College of William and Mary in
Williamsburg, Virginia, have since been
allowed to use a variety of humane alternatives to dissecting fetal pigs, squid,
crayfish, earthworms, and clams. These
alternatives were well received by shtdents and faculty, and about one-third of a
section of twenty-five sh1dents interviewed at the end of the year stated that
they would like to have had a choice between alternatives and dissection. The
professor, who attended our talk, has
agreed to draft a policy offering alternatives to present to his department.

Shldents who object to the harmful
uses of animals are the grassroots of humane refom1 in education. The surest way,
if not the only way, that such use will cease
is by students demanding-politely but
firmly-alternative leaming experiences.
The HSUS actively encourages students to
put into action their sincerely held beliefs
conceming animals. The numbers of students speaking out on this issue are increasing, and with them the number of
schools with alternative learning materials
and choice policies.-Jonathan Balcombe,
Ph.D, assistant director oleducation, Animal Research Issues

LEGISLATION

House Cuts Mink Subsidy
Market Promotion Program targeted

T

he federal government annually allocates millions of taxpayer dollars
to subsidize and support industries-well-heeled corporations or conglomerates, in many cases-that harm animals. It spends large sums each year to
promote the trophy hunting in Africa of

hundreds of species by wealthy Americans. It annually appropriates millions of
dollars to the Animal Damage Control
Program of the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA), a program whose agents
systematically kill predators on public
lands to benefit the livestock industry.

ALTERNATIVES FOR LOAN

T

Alternatives to dissection include the use
ofplastic models that can be disassembled
and reassembled by a student of anatomy.
HSUS NEWS • Fall 1995

he HSUS has established a loan
program to provide students and
educators from elementary school
through college with alternatives to
dissection, including CD-ROM programs, computer simulations, models,
and charts. For more information contact The HSUS, 2100 L St., NW, Washington, DC 20037; (202) 452-1100;
hsuslab@ix.netcom.com.
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Silver-blue mink are among the "commodities" subsidized by the USDA sMarket Promotion Program. Program expenditures exceed $100 million annually in taxpayer dollars.
9

The government also spends billions of Petri of Wisconsin and John Boehner of of232 to 160. The delegations from Floridollars on a multiplicity of experiments Ohio-argued that mink ranching offers da, Illinois, Massachusetts, North Caroliinvolving animals.
"a net positive environmental impact." na, Pennsylvania, and South Carolina
An outrageous giveaway is the annual They added, "The mink industry actually gave the amendment particularly strong
$2 million subsidy (a total of $13.2 mil- helps prevent pollution by purchasing support.
lion since 1989) to the U.S. mink industry tons of animal and plant by-products
The Senate is expected to consider the
for fashion shows and other promotional which would otherwise go into landfills issue this fall. The HSUS presumes that
activities that take place overseas. It's all or even streams, rivers, and lakes!" Later its members will contact their senators,
part of a USDA effort called the Market on the House floor, Representative Boehn- urging the elimination of the mink subPromotion Program (MPP). The MPP is er commented, "Some of those who are in- sidy. To learn how your representative
designed to boost the export of U.S. agri- terested in this amendment ... want us to voted or where the issue stands in the
cultural goods-mink pelts, alligator kneel down at the altar of political correct- Senate, please call the HSUS Government
skins, beef, and dozens of other com- ness of those radical animal-rights people Affairs department at (202) 452-1100 or
modities. MPP expenditures exceed $100 who do not want you to wear mink."
E-mail waynepp@ix.netcom.com.-Wctyne
million a year.
Rejecting all of these arguments, the Pacelle, vice president, Government Af
MPP defenders say the program boosts House approved the amendment by a vote fairs and Media
exports in a competitive and heavily subsidized world marketplace and thereby
helps American small farmers sell their
goods. But Congress's own investigative
arm, the General Accounting Office
(GAO), has concluded that no evidence
exists to demonstrate that the MPP enhances exports. What's more, small farmers and small companies don't benefit
from the MPP: in 1993 the MPP doled out
$6.6 million to Sunkist Growers, $4.9 million to Ernest & Julio Gallo Winery, $1.6
million to the Dole Food Company,
$800,000 to Tyson Foods, and $500,000
to Campbell Soup Company.
The mink-industry subsidy also primarily benefits large corporations. USDA
documents reveal that four companies receive 90 percent of the federal funds. The
two principal beneficiaries-North American Fur and the Seattle Fur Exchangehave multi-million-dollar revenues. North The HSUS's Wctyne Pacelle listens to Sen. Rick Santorum discuss with the press a letter
American Fur took in $49 million in 1994 .fi-om members of' Congress to the USDA urging action against puppy mills.
and is a subsidiary of the Canadianowned Hudson's Bay Company, which
employs fifty-three thousand people and COMPANION ANIMALS
has sales of nearly $4 billion. Rep. Peter
Deutsch of Florida called the subsidy
"corporate welfare at its absolute worst."
Determined to eliminate the subsidy,
The HSUS worked with Representative
Deutsch and Rep. Christopher Shays of
Connecticut on an amendment to H. R.
197 6, the Agriculture Appropriations Bill,
through which the MPP is funded.
n an unprecedented congressional ef- Agriculture (USDA) to protect dogs in
Not surprisingly, mink-industry apolofort, more than a hundred U.S. repre- puppy mills* Initiated by Rep. Glenn
gists rushed to defend the expenditure. In
sentatives and senators have co-signed Poshard of Illinois and Sen. Rick Santoa "Dear Colleague" letter to members of a letter to U.S. agriculture secretary Dan rum of Pennsylvania, the letter asks the
the House, six representatives-led by Tom Gliclanan urging the U.S. Department of USDA to strengthen existing regulations

A Congressional Howl

Legislators urge USDA to act on puppy mills

I
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Crude stitches hold together a vvound in the forehead of a golden retriever outside a dilapidated doghouse shared by five adult dogs in a midwest puppy mill. The HSUS has
been combating the inhumane conditions in puppy mills for fvventy years.
and increase enforcement of current laws.
The USDA is responsible for enforcing
the Animal Welfare Act, which covers,
among other things, animals raised for the
pet industry.
The HSUS has been combating the inhumane conditions found in puppy mills
for more than twenty years. HSUS investigators have visited hundreds of puppy
mills across the country and documented
widespread conditions of neglect and
abuse, such as inadequate shelter and veterinary care, incessant breeding, and unsanitary water and food supplies. We have
successfully helped get state laws passed
placing accountability on pet stores that
sell unhealthy puppies and requiring pet
stores in some states to post information
about where their puppies were born.
Awareness of puppy-mill problems has increased dramatically, thanks to segments
on ABC-TV's 20/20 and Good Morning
America, and articles in national magazines such as Life, Time, and People. The
HSUS provided information to the reporters on all of these stories. "Pet-loving
consumers are finally realizing, after
years of educational campaigns, that buying a puppy-mill dog at a pet store only
suppmis an industry that treats dogs as
HSUS NEWS • Fall 1995

nothing more than a cash crop," says
HSUS President Paul G. hwin.
The success of the recent congressional effort on behalf of dogs bred and raised
in puppy mills is due to many people. "We
have seen support from both [political
parties] with this issue," observes Wayne

Pacelle, HSUS vice president, Government Affairs and Media. "Congresspeople
we had never worked with before came
fmward to help on this effmi. They had
heard from countless constituents who are
sick and tired of the cruelty found in so
many puppy mills."
It is our hope that this recent effmi, supported by the American Veterinary Medical Association, the American Humane
Association, and the American Society
for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals,
will send a message to the USDA that
cannot be ignored. Although a high-ranking USDA official sympathetic to animalprotection issues recently left the agency,
The HSUS remains optimistic about the
impact of the congressional letter.
"As long as puppy mills continue to
exist, we must do all we can to improve
conditions for the thousands of dogs bred
and raised in these facilities," says Mr. Irwin. "At the same time," he continues,
"we must never stop working toward a
day when every puppy in the country is
born and raised in a loving, life-long, responsible home."-Rachel A. Lamb,
HSUS directm~ companion animal care
*Puppy mills are mass, commercial dog-breeding
establishments where dogs are kept in inhumane
conditions.

Nothing more than what The HSUS's Paul G. Irwin terms "a cash crop," dogs-and cats
as well-live in raised cages in a weed-choked midwest puppy mill.
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John A. Hoyt attends the Hague conference on what Maurice Strong calls "a statement
olprinciples . .. to ensure the viability . .. of the Earth as a hospitable home."

ENVIRONMENT

Earth Charter Moves Forward
Conferees consider draft of UN-bound document

I

n the last two decades, world leaders,
religious leaders, economists, environmentalists, and development specialists have urged the formulation of an earth
ethic, a set of principles to guide people in
their relationship with the other forms of
life on Earth. Maurice Strong, secretary
general ofthe United Nations Conference
on Enviromnent and Development
(UNCED), hopes this new earth ethic will
become a formal "Earth Charter."
In May HSUS Chief Executive John A.
Hoyt travelled to the Hague, the Netherlands, to participate in a conference on the
Earth Charter organized by Green Cross
International and the Earth Council.
These two organizations were formed following the UNCED, or "Earth Summit,"
in 1992 for the purpose of reconciling human behavior and the protection of the
enviromnent. Green Cross International, a
consortium of scientists, is led by the
Honorable Mikhail Gorbachev; the Earth
12

Council is led by Mr. Strong.
Preliminary work on an earth charter
had begun during the Earth Summit in
Rio de Janeiro but was stalled when more
than a hundred heads of state sought to
draft agreements to regulate the global use
of natural resources and combat pollution.
It proved almost impossible to reconcile
developing countries' urgent needs related
to survival and development, not to mention developed countries' consumptive
needs, with the equally urgent need to
protect the Earth and its life forms. The
document that emerged, the Rio Declm·ation on Environment and Development,
dealt more with economic and development issues than with nature and human
beings' relationship with the Earth.
In early 1994 Mr. Strong and Mr. Gorbachev agreed to join their organizations'
efforts to revive the Earth Charter project.
The Hague conference was planned with
the goal ofproducing a draft of the charter

to present to the United Nations (UN) at
its fiftieth anniversary celebration in San
Francisco in June 1995. A document incorporating more than 150 existing documents prepared by organizations and individuals around the world was presented
for discussion at the conference in the
Hague.
The document was a matrix composed
of five parts: a statement of a world view
recognizing the planet as one ecosystem,
despite its diversity; a set of principles
embodying concepts of responsibility, security, and partnership; principles embodying good governance and equity;
principles governing economy and trade;
and guidelines for action to prevent environmental disaster-the "death ofnah1re."
Seventy people from thirty countries
attended the conference sessions in the
Peace Palace of the International Court of
Justice in the Hague.
Mr. Hoyt told the assembled group, "It
is my hope that the Earth Charter can be
constructed to be a proclamation of the
richness, beauty, and integrity of the
Earth. Let it become an affirmation that
will serve to unite the peoples of the
world in protecting it from further destruction and degradation and enhancing
its various ecosystems."
The presentation of the matrix document in San Francisco was the public
launching of the project and completed its
first phase. Tn the second phase, The
HSUS will take a leadership role, facilitating a massive information-gathering
process. Nongovermnental organizations
all over the world will be polled for information on what people desire in their relationship with nahJre-and with each other.
A committee of journalists and poets
from government and nongovernmental
organizations will use that information to
produce the final draft of the Earth Charter, which will be submitted to the UN as
the UN General Assembly observes its
fifth anniversary. This will lead to an intergovernmental charter ratified for
proclamation during major global special
events bringing in the new millenium on
January 1, 2000.-Angela 0. Harkavy,
M.A., internship coordinator and lecturer
in public and international affairs,
George Mason University
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Iowa repealed its law
mandating pound
seizure, thus ending
that cruel practice.

Illinois enacted a law
to regulate the treatmen! of guard dogs.

In Oregon animal cruelty
penalties include
fines up to
$100,000, five
years in prison,
and in some
cases psychological counseling at the felon's
expense.
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LEGISLATION

State Legislatures Take Action
Myriad bills address animal protection

S

tate legislatures enacted a myriad of
bills addressing animal protection
this year, ranging from strengthened
anticruelty statutes to bans on specific
types of exploitation such as horse tripping and canned hunts. Several bills were
enacted as a result of the intense public interest generated by some particularly
gruesome cruelty cases. Others were the
result of hard work by The HSUS and local activists to bring the issues to the attention of legislators.
The American criminal justice system
has been slow to take seriously the crime
14

Virginia and Vermont
banned greyhound
dog racing.

of animal abuse. Our nation's laws are divided into two categories: criminal (when
an existing statute is broken) and civil
(when someone seeks a private right or
remedy against another). Criminal violations also fall into two categories, felonies
and misdemeanors. Serious crimes such
as murder, assault, and burglary are
felonies, usually punishable by more than
a year of prison confinement and a fine.
Lesser crimes, such as vandalism and
most traffic violations, are misdemeanors
and are punishable by smaller fines and,
possibly, time in a local jail.

Even though all fifty states have laws
against animal cruelty, such crimes have
almost always been designated misdemeanor offenses. The HSUS champions
the enactment of laws to designate intentional acts of cruelty as felony offenses.
When cruelty is a misdemeanor, law-enforcement officials do not consider it a
priority and sometimes will fail to pursue
prosecution. If a case is prosecuted, the
punishment for the offender may be
shockingly light. Skinning an animal alive
or deliberately setting a pet on fire should
be punished no less severely than a felony
offense such as burglary.
Oregon, Louisiana, and Pennsylvania
enacted felony cruelty laws this year. Fifteen states have now done so, eight within
the last three years. Maryland moved to
broaden coverage of its anticruelty law as
well.
There is a compelling reason for society to prosecute abusers: the shocking
correlation between animal abuse and viHSUS NEWS • Fall 1995

olence toward humans. Many notoriously
violent people started out abusing animals. Ted Bundy, Jeffrey Dahmer, Albert
de Salvo (known as the Boston Strangler),
and David Berkowitz (known as the Son
of Sam) have histories of abusing animals
before turning their perversity toward humans. Richard Allen Davis, the alleged
killer of Polly Klaas, the California child
abducted from her home in 1993, is reported to have abused animals as a
teenager. Other, less notorious, killers include the three young Arkansas men who
had practiced satanic rituals, including
skinning dogs, before they coldly killed
three eight-year-old boys in 1993. Animal
abusers who do not go to these extremes
frequently arc involved in arson, vandalism, hate crimes, and other antisocial acts.
Crimes against animals cannot be ignored or discounted, particularly when
they are committed by young people. Anthropologist Margaret Mead observed,
"One of the most dangerous things that
can happen to a child is to kill or torture
an animal and get away with it." As legislators target criminal behavior, they show
they are recognizing that animal cruelty is
itself a serious crime and an indicator of
deviant tendencies.
News articles citing HSUS research on
the connection between animal cruelty
and violence against humans helped make
legislators aware of why abusers need to
be identified and taken off the street. As a
result, Louisiana's legislature enacted a
law making cruelty to animals a felony offense punishable by up to a $25,000 fine
and ten years of hard labor. We have tried
for years to ban cockfighting in Louisiana
without success, so the legislators' receptiveness to felony cruelty penalties was
particularly rewarding.
The law enacted in Oregon makes cruelty punishable by up to a $100,000
fine-tbe most severe penalty in the country. Several states still have anticruelty
laws with minimal fines, as low as one or
two hundred dollars.
In Pennsylvania the torture death of
"Duke the Dalmatian" caused citizens
across the country to react with shock and
disbelief The Pennsylvania legislature responded, enacting a law making the torhire of dogs and cats a felony offense.
HSUS NEWS • Fall 1995

VICTORIES FOR GOOD BILLS, DEFEATS FOR BAD ONES

I

n other victories legislarures passed
the laws below:
• In New Mexico, Texas, and Maine, legislahJres batmed the deliberate tripping
of horses, a common event in Mexicanstyle rodeos, or charreadas. We had
hoped to ban horse tripping in Illinois,
as well, but that effort stalled as legislative sponsors instead consider the
"regulation" of horse tripping. Horse
tripping clearly causes pain and injury
and is unnecessary. As such, it should be
banned, not just regulated.
• Iowa's legislature repealed its law requiring animal shelters to release animals for research purposes. This practice, pound seizure, undermines the
work of shelters and forces them to
serve as supply houses for research instirutions. Only three states still mandate
pound seizure: Minnesota, Utah, and
Oklahoma.
• Greyhound racing was banned before
it even began in Virginia and will not
be allowed to rerum to Vermont. The
HSUS opposes the greyhound industry
because greyhound racing cannot be
conducted in a way that eliminates animal exploitation.
• Oregon and Connecticut enacted laws
requiring bond to be posted to cover the
costs of holding and caring for animals
involved in cruelty cases. Now the financial burden to care for such animals
prior to trial will rest with the animals'
owners, not the local animal shelters, in
what can be lengthy proceedings.
• Illinois passed a law to license and regulate guard-dog companies. Under standards to be finalized this fall, guard dogs
must be provided with shelter during
freezing-cold winters, adequate water
and protection during summer heat
waves, and veterinary care year-round.

• Louisiana enacted a pet-theft law that
factors in the emotional bond between
pet and pet owner when setting a monetary penalty. This is a precedent-setting
law, since it recognizes that an animal
has intrinsic value much higher than the
financial price tag affixed by the marketplace.
• Texas and Virginia enacted laws to restrict the hunting of wild animals confined in enclosures, an activity commonly !mown as a canned hunt. Legislators in several other states have introduced similar bills likely to be considered in 1996.
Bills that exploit animals continue to
be considered by elected officials. We
defeated many:
• Nine bills were introduced to undermine Oregon's 1994 black-bear/houndhunting ban. Last November Oregonians
voted to ban the unsporting and inhumane practices of hunting black bears
with bait and hunting bears and cougars
with hounds in a statewide ballot initiative led by The HSUS. In spite of the
decisive result on election day, the trophy hunters' lobby attacked the initiative in the legislature. Some legislators
thumbed their noses at the people of
Oregon by trying immediately to overturn their election verdict. Forhmatcly,
all nine bills went down to defeat-including a bill that would put the issue
back on the ballot!
• A bill was introduced in Minnesota to
legalize mourning dove hunting.
Hunters apparently find the shooting of
these delightful songbirds to be great
target practice. Fortunately, with the
help of Alan Berg, president of the state
Senate, and many activists who loudly
voiced their opposition, the bill was defeated.
0

-~----------------------

State legislah1res are a vital arena for
animal protection. We urge our members
to know the names of their elected officials and to communicate with them frequently to advance animal-friendly legislation and to halt the advance of harmful

------~------

legislation. If you don't know the names
of your state legislators, send your ninedigit zip code to our Government Affairs
department and we will provide their
names and phone numbers to you.-Ann
Church, direct01; state legislation
15

LEARNING TO BUILD
A MORE HUMANE AND
CARING FUTURE

T

eaching children involves much more
than the three Rs. Young people must
learn to respect one another, the Earth, and
its animals. Each month of the
school year, KIND News brings
children articles and activities designed to instill compassion and respect. You can give a classroom KIND
News by adopting a teacher-one you know or one
on our waiting list-for the HSUS Adopt-A-Teacher Program. The
cost is $20-a small price to pay to help build a more humane future.

BUILD A BETIER TOMORROW-ADOPT A TEACHER TODAY!
HSUS Adopt-A-Teacher Program, P.O. Box 362, East Haddam, CT uu·'l~.:5-U<:51J~

Dogs race with gusto at the start of the 1995 Jditarod. The HSUS opposes the annual
event, in which dogs have died every year since the races inception in 1973.

INVESTIGATIONS

New Chapter in Iditarod Saga
Two dogs die in 1995 s long-distance race

5

Yes, I would like more information on The HSUS and will planning.

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ State

Zip _ __

Mail this coupon in confidence to Murdaugh Stuart Madden,
Vice President/Senior Counsel, The Humane Society of the
United States, 2100 L St., NW, Washington, DC 20037.
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ince 1991 The HSUS has focused
attention on Alaska's Iditarod sleddog race, the world's premiere competition in long-distance mushing, or traveling over snow with a sled drawn by dogs.
The popularity of long-distance mushing
competitions is growing internationally:
according to the International Federation
of Sleddog Sports' 1993 survey, long-distance mushing competitions were held not
only in the United States and Canada, but
also in Italy, Austria, France, Spain, and
Sweden. Countless events are more grueling even than the Iditarod: dogs are literally nnming for their lives to keep up with
this fast-growing "sport."
The ongoing HSUS investigation has
played a critical role in the cancellation of
Iditarod sponsorship by the Timberland
Company and the lams Company, implementation of a number of protective proHSUS NEWS • Fall1995

cedures, and what seemed to be an agreement from the mushing community to
make the welfare of sled dogs a top priority. ln the 1995 running of the Iditarod in
March, when Iditarod organizers were under more public pressure than ever, their
promises of a humane race rang hollow.
Once again dogs died during the race.
An attempt to cover up the fatalities underscored problems inherent in the event.
One of Minnesota musher Robert
Somers's dogs died on March 10, a warm,
sunny day, on the way into the town of
Iditarocl, the half-way point to the race's
finish line in Nome. One week later, a
second dog, "Payday," who belonged to
musher Keizo Funatsu, died. Although
race officials knew of the March 10 death,
Payday's death was widely reported on
March 18 as the first of the race.
Why was the first death unreported?

Iditarod Trail Committee (lTC) executive
director Stan Hooley explained to the
Fairbanks, Alaska, paper Daily NewsMiner that the lTC this year adopted a
new policy not to volunteer news of dog
deaths unless specifically asked. Reporters argued that they had asked about
fatalities many times, even before any
deaths had been reported.
Karin Schmidt, D.VM., chief veterinarian for the 1995 Iditarocl, told Anchorage Daily News reporters, "In hindsight I
think we have to tell the media [whenever
dogs die during a race]." According to Dr.
Schmidt, the lTC inaction in this case was
caused partly by events beyond the ITC's
control: for example, the veterinarians
who tended to Mr. Somers's dog wanted
time to complete the preliminary necropsy before releasing information. According to Dr. Schmidt, by the time the
necropsy had been completed, the death
no longer seemed so important.
In a statement to the Anchorage Daily
News, lTC president Matt Desalernos said
1995 was the lditarod's greatest year in
terms of steps taken to improve the handling of the dogs. He brushed off the
ITC's failure to report the Somers dog's
death as "one mistake [that was] ballooned out of proportion."
Consistent with this view, the dog's
death was big news in Alaska only because it was not disclosed. Dogs have died
every year since the race's inception in
1973, but their deaths are reported as routinely as are race statistics and weather
conditions.
The Iditarod has proven year after year
to be inherently injurious and deadly to
dogs. It is difficult to assess the dangers of
the lesser-known races as they do not receive nearly as much scrutiny as does the
lditarod. Is it enough for the races to be
reformed, or should they be abolished?
The HSUS announced our opposition
to the Iditarod and other such long-distance events in 1994. Although we shall
continue to monitor mushing competitions closely, it is the responsibility of the
mushing community to make the treatment of dogs its top priority. Even one
death is unacceptable. Each dog's life
must be valued.-Leslie lsom, associate
for companion animal care
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BY RICHARD H. FARINATO
AND RACHEL A. LAMB

t can be easily trained" ... "It bonds to its
owner more than a dog" ... "It eats cat food"
... "It can be quickly taught to use a litter
box." Which animal is so perfect a pet?
Surprisingly, these claims are made about a
number of extremely unusual animals-wild
or exotic, nondomesticated ancl/or nonnative-such
as hedgehogs, pot-bellied pigs, sugar gliders, prairie
dogs, monkeys, and wild cats.
There is nothing new about keeping wild animals
as pets in our society. Aristocrats have long kept private menageries of wild animals who were mere
playthings-entertainment for lavish parties. Now,
however, animals as diverse as prairie dogs and primates are becoming mainstream pets. Widely accessible and affordable, these animals are pushed on the
unsuspecting public as the newest and hottest trend.
Own a wild animal and you 'II be admired and envied by your friends; breed wild animals and you'll
make quick money. Behind this seductive message,
however, is a living, feeling animal. Whether the animal is a reptile, a bird, or a mammal, the rise and
fall of its popularity as a pet is predictable.
What is at the root of this fad-pet trend? The answer is simple: money. Selling animals is big business. Profit, not the welfare of the animal, is the
number-one priority. Although there are well-meaning pet-store operators, breeders, and wholesalers
who care about the animals they sell, their motivation is nonetheless monetary. All it takes is one person, hoping to make a profit, to introduce a new
species to the market. Suddenly a species rarely seen
in the United States becomes the newest pet craze.
In the first stage of a fad-pet trend, individual animals can be sold for thousands of dollars. Few people have the animals, so prices are high. In the mid1980s, when the Vietnamese pot-bellied pig was
first introduced in this country as a pet, the few people who had the animals made big money. One fertile female pig was sold for $35,000.
In this early stage, the fad species seems perfect
for profit and even companionship. People are eager
to own an animal that no one else owns. At the same
time, the species is marketed as the perfect pet.
In the second stage, momentum grows quickly.
People hear that the fad species is bringing extremely high prices and want to be part of the moneymaking scheme. The pet industry pushes the new
pet in its magazines. Pet stores are pressured to sell
it or be left behind their competitors. Articles published in pet-store-operator magazines on how to
care for the fad species make it sound as though it is
tailor-made for any household.
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The fad species may be promoted
through publications such as the Animal
Finders' Guide, a catalog of animals for
sale or trade. Lions, tigers, bears, hedgehogs, wallabies, snakes, ostriches-all are
available for a price. During the rise in
popularity of fad species, such publications
may either start the current trend or go
along for the ride.
In the third stage, the species' availability to the general public widens. Pet stores
begin to stock it, and the mainstream media begin to report on this trendiest of pets.
(With the recent emergence of the hedgehog as a fad species have come favorable
articles in newspapers and magazines
across the country. Self magazine, in its
"What's Hot Now" column, recently
pushed hedgehog ownership as "a little
creature comfort without the hassles of
having to play fetch or dangle catnip.
Maybe you should think hedgehog---everybody else is.") Celebrity and gossip magazines profile celebrities who own and love
their fad pets, which piques the interest of
new breeders. Supply meets demand.
Prices begin to drop and the fad animal becomes affordable to the general public.
Owners' clubs begin to form, as do
newsletters that tout the joys of ownership.
With an increase in ownership come legislative efforts to make ownership easier.
While these efforts are under way, it is
common to see the fad species paraded in
front of community councils. Opposition
to the ownership of such a "cute" and
"friendly" animal is challenged.
In stage four of the trend, breeders, promoters, pet stores, and pet owners all believe they have found the perfect pet. The
honeymoon may last a few years, depending on the number of available animals, the
rate at which the market becomes saturated, the status oflocal and state laws regarding the ownership of exotic animals, and
the ease with which the species can be exploited.
The small and inoffensive hedgehog, for
example, is quiet and shy and will literally
curl up in a ball when stressed or frightened. The hedgehog in the wild is a solitary animal that may walk up to a mile a
day. In captivity the hedgehog is confined
in an aquarium at pet stores and exotic-animal expos and fed cat food. The little
hedgehog may bite, but it won't snarl,
smell, or wreck the living room: its unobtrusiveness makes it all the more marketable. Its popularity may last longer than
the pot-bellied pig's. (Growing well beyond the 50 to 60 pounds promised by
20

Reptile popularity has increased dramatically of
late, but iguanas (opposite)
have been linked to outbreaks of salmonellarelated illnesses. A hedge·
hog's unobtrusiveness
makes it more market•
able-but a captive-born
hedgehog will die if "returned" to the wild.
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breeders, many pot-bellied pigs top out at
150 pounds and become aggressive toward
their owners. The glory days of the pot-bellied pig are running out.)
With a fad-pet trend's downswing, however, come suffering and sadness. Wellmeaning owners looking for a true companion soon realize that the wild or exotic
animal in their living rooms cannot live
happily or healthily in their care. Surrender
and abandonment can follow. Animal shelters begin taking in the fad species and
scramble to meet its specialized needs.
Some animals, such as the pot-bellied pig,
may be sold to slaughter. Others, such as
the hedgehog, may be released by an owner
who mistakenly believes that the animal
can survive in the wild. Raised in captivity
since birth or captured at an extremely
young age, such pets cannot survive on
their own and quickly die. In rare cases exotic animals that are released into the local
ecosystem do survive for a while and reproduce, wreaking havoc on native •Nildlife
and agriculture.
Fad pets begin to lose their charm as human health hazards emerge. Iguanas, another fad species, have been connected to
recent outbreaks of salmonella-related illnesses ranging from mild diarrhea to
meningitis. The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention recently reported an increase in salmonella-related illnesses in
twelve states, which they have linked to
exposure to reptiles, particularly iguanas.
Reptile ownership has increased dramatically, in part because of Jurassic Park frenzy. Reptiles of all shapes and sizes are being
promoted in pet stores as mini-dinosaurs.

As consumers realize the problems of
fad-pet ownership, prices begin to plummet. The Animal Finders' Guide stops listing the animals altogether or only at extremely discounted prices. One recent ad
from a newspaper read, "trade pot-bellied
pig for working air-conditioning unit."
Animal shelters and animal-welfare
workers struggle to deal with the surplus
fad animals. Sanctuaries built to deal with
the aftermath of the trend struggle for
funds to care for abandoned animals. Seventy-five miles outside of Washington,
D.C., a pot-bellied-pig sanctuary cares for
pigs abandoned by their owners. The demand for space is so great, the facility has
a waiting list.
One would think that the realization that
the "pet du jour" is unsuitable for ownership would inoculate people against the
urge to promote another exotic or wild animal as a pet. Unfortunately the contrary
seems to be true. Before the shelters and
sanctuaries can recover from the last debacle, another fad pet is introduced. The
newest one is always better, cuter, and easier to care for than the previous one. The
cycle begins anew.
"If it sounds too good to be true, it probably is," and "A leopard doesn't change its
spots" are axioms particularly applicable to
exotic and wild fad pets. With few exceptions, fad species are difficult to care for
under the best of circumstances. At the
worst, they are impossible to maintain humanely as pets. They are always dangerous
and unpredictable. Just because a wild animal is born in a cage to a captive mother
does not mean he/she is domesticated.
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Such an animal is genetically programmed
to behave as a wild animal and will do so.
Many of the misconceptions surrounding wild animals being kept as pets develop from misunderstanding the process of
hand-rearing a baby animal. A bond is created between infant and substitute mother
in that process, and hand-raised babies are
captivating, readily produced, and easily
sold. They appear tame and manageable at
first. As they mature, however, especially
sexually, their need for a mother-natural
or surrogate---ends. The instinctual behaviors of the adult replace the endearing behaviors of the dependent baby or juvenile.
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The cuddly baby suddenly becomes an aggressive biter or turns destructive and temperamental, for no reason apparent to the
perplexed owner.
This metamorphosis is inevitable, regardless of species or quality of human
care. The only variable is time: species
with a longer "childhood" and adolescence, such as the larger primates, may be
manageable longer than species that develop rapidly. But in either case, the animal
becomes a problem and is neglected,
passed from owner to owner, or abandoned.
The assortment of small mammals mar-

keted as "pocket pet" novelties
or rarities includes insectivores
such as hedgehogs and tenrecs;
rodents such as prairie dogs and
several species of exotic squirrels, rats, and mice; exotic opossums, wallabies, and other marsupials; primates such as tiny
marmosets and tamarins and the
larger monkeys and apes; carnivores such as fennecs, binturongs, jungle cats, kinkajous, and
civets; and species of small deer
and antelope such as muntjac
and duikers.
Traditionally pets have held a
special place in our culture. Domesticated thousands of years
ago, they depend on us for food,
shelter, medical care, and companionship. Wild animals, however, retain fierce independence
and can never depend on us the
way our domesticated pets do.
They inevitably fare better without our interference. When wild
animals are sold and kept as
pets, the result is inhumane animal exploitation, accompanied
by threats to human health and
safety, and usually a tragic end
for the animal.
You can help fight the promotion of wild and exotic pets by refusing
to patronize pet stores that sell these types
of animals. If a friend or family member is
thinking about buying an exotic or wild animal, let him/her know that problems inevitably follow. Speak out against laws that
make exotic- and wild-animal ownership
easier and more accessible. If your locality
introduces legislation to restrict exotic- and
wild-animal ownership, be sure to vmce
your support for such legislation.
•
Richard H. Farina to is HSUS directm; captive wildlife protection. Rachel A. Lamb is
HSUS directm; companion animal care.
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ANIMAL
PROTECTION
AND THE MEDICAL
COMMUNITY
PRIL 9, 1994, MARKED A HIS-

toric event for both the medical and animal-protection
communities. Three physicians from two of the
's premier academic
medical institutions published a fulllength article in the British medical
journal the Lancet written from the
viewpoint of animal-protection advocates who are also medical scientists.
This is the first time such an article
has ever appeared in a major medical
journal.
Although the Lancet is one of
medicine's most prestigious journals,
it might seem strange that three
American academic physicians would
publish such a paper in Great Britain.
The reason they did so provides some
revealing insights into the present debate within the medical community
over the use of animals in biomedical
science.
Over the past century, numerous
papers defending animal research
have appeared in medical literature,
but the past fifteen years have seen an
increase in the numbers of such papers containing much stronger condemnation of people involved in animal advocacy. Authors published in
major medical journals have called
upon physicians to "defend medical
science" and to join in denouncing attempts by animal-protection advocates to change the status quo. Defenders of animal research have tlied
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to silence the voices of physicians
who might speak in support of animal
protection by denigrating their efforts
and characterizing the physicians
themselves as dangerous to medical
sc1ence.
Sadly, virtually none of these defenders of research openly advocates
any changes, even minor ones, to advance animal protection in biomedical
research, education, and testing. Instead they warn against attempts to
change the status quo-raising the
spectre of sacrificing human lives for
animal lives, of slowing down or halting medical exploration, and even of
the domination of society by animal
activists who seek to discontinue the
use of animals for food, sport hunting,
fur, and entertaimnent. Some authors
have specifically called attention to
the "infiltration" of groups like The
HSUS by "radical elements," claiming that a broad spectrum of animalprotection groups are assaulting biomedical science.
David 0. Wiebers, M.D., Jennifer
Leaning, M.D., S.M.H., and Roger D.
White, M.D., members of the Scientific Advisory Council of The HSUS
and authors of the Lancet paper, have
been frustrated by and concerned
about the published comments of avid
animal-research advocates that have
gone unchallenged in the medical literature, except for some brief letters
to the editor by physicians with alternative viewpoints.
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It took almost two years and an inordinate amount of diligence to get
the Lancet paper, "Animal Protection
and Medical Science," published.
Nearly all of the time was spent trying
to convince each of three prominent
U.S. medical journals to publish the
paper. The authors worked for more
than a year with one of these journals
alone, through four major revisions
and seemingly endless negotiations.
The journal ultimately concluded
that the paper was too critical of animal-research advocates and their positions and that the subject matter did
not have a high-enough editorial priority to merit publication (the journal
had previously devoted a significant
amount of space to the topic, but all of
it was devoted to a pro-animal-research perspective). This view seemed
odd and discouraging to the authors:
more than twenty million animals per
year in the United States alone are
used for research, testing, and education and the journal's editorial board
knew the authors' point of view had
never been explored at any length in
any earlier issues.
"At that point it would have been
easy to give up and to conclude that
our efforts to create some balance
within the medical literature were
hopeless," recalls Dr. Wiebers. However all of the authors believed that
their message was reasonable and that
it was too important to abandon. They
felt that the unwillingness of medical
journals to publish more than one
point of view was contrary to the spirit of scientific critique and that this
unwillingness itself ultimately would
be far more destructive to medical science than would be any attempts to
reduce, refine, and replace the use of
animals in biomedical research.
To the authors' amazement, when
the "final" version of"Animal Protection and Medical Science"-the one
rejected in the United States as too
controversial-was submitted sequentially to two of the most prominent
British medical journals, the Lancet
and British Medical Journal, the re-

sponses from both indicated that they
found nothing offensive about the paper and nothing of substance with
which to disagree. In fact they were
not interested in publishing the paper
as it was written because it was too
conciliatory and too bland. One editor
found the paper "anodyne"-inoffensive and uncontroversial, in other
words-and expressed astonishment at
one of the U.S. journals' "editorial
wariness."
The authors submitted a shorter,
more focused version to the Lancet.
This version was accepted immediately, sent to press within days, and published within a month.
As expected, the release of this article sparked some rather heated criticism and defensiveness on the part of
avid animal-research advocates. However as Dr. Wiebers relates, "The
beautiful and perhaps less expected
component to the response was that
the vast majority of physicians who
contacted the authors expressed
strongly positive support for the message we put forth in this paper."
Three months after publication, a
full-length editorial in support of the
Lancet paper appeared in the journal
Ophthalmic Surgery.' Written by the
editor in chief, the editorial began:
"Wiebers, Leaning, and White, in the
April9, 1994, issue of the Lancet,
have published a lovely 'viewpoint'
on the use of animals in medical research. They move the debate between proponents and opponents of
animal research to a new level. Perhaps they are devotees of 'win-win'
negotiation. Whatever their philosophical stance, their analysis of the
issues is sound and hopefully their report will be widely read and discussed."
More recently Medical Education,
another highly regarded British journal, published an atiicle by Dr.
Wiebers, Ruth Barron, M.D., Dr.
Leaning, and Frank Ascione, Ph.D.,
"Ethics and Animal Issues in U.S.
Medical Education," that had also
been rejected by a U.S. journal. This
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paper was based on a survey of deans
of the 125 accredited U.S. medical
schools conducted by physicians and
scientists serving on The HSUS's Scientific Advisory Council.'
This paper described for the first
time the extent and format of medical
school training related to ethical, conceptual, and societal concerns about
the use of animals within the field of
medicine and the deans' perceived
need for such training. The results of
the survey revealed wide diversity, but
only 5 percent of the 84 responding
schools felt these issues were irrelevant to medical education. Nevertheless, almost half of the 23 schools offering no activities related to animal
issues did not perceive a need for such
training, and the activities offered by
many of the other 61 schools appeared to be very limited.
The paper's authors called upon
the medical community and medical
schools to provide education programs that emphasize concern for animals and recommended that such education become a standard part of the
medical school curriculum. They also
discussed the importance of fostering
in medical students an empathy for
other beings, a quality that will move
them to respond to their human patients with more warmth and compassiOn.
"We believe that what has happened in the last two years represents
a positive sign of some change occurring within the medical community,
and we are extremely appreciative of
those who have come out in support
of a number of our positions," comments Dr. Wiebers. "Although some
of the editors of U.S. medical journals
have interpreted our involvement with
animal protection as a 'negative,' others consider a background in animal
protection as well as medical science
a significant advantage in attempting
to formulate a credible and balanced
perspective on these issues. Publishing from a one-sided perspective has
contributed to excessive polarization,
misunderstanding, and stagnation.

HSUS NEWS • Fall 1995

This has led many in the animal-protection and medical communities to
view one another as the enemy, when
the one is seeking to alleviate unnecessary suffering and death in humans
and the other simply seeking to extend that capacity to beings other than
humans."

The concluding section of "Animal
Protection and Medical Science" follows:
Soon, and it would be prudent to
begin now, all medical participants in
this debate need to cease from attempts to polarize the issues. The
question requires discussion based on
merits, not distorted by the rhetoric or
tactics of fear.
A recent article 3 accused the animal-protection movement of frightening the public, and attempted to persuade the medical world that physical
attacks are tactics that are frequently
used by the animal-protection community. Such instances are rare and
not part of the agenda of the vast majority of animal protectionists, who
have no interest in damaging science,
scientists, or any living thing.'
Animal-research advocates have
themselves on occasion sought to
frighten the public with statements
to the effect that medical science will
be severely damaged or halted or millions of human lives will be lost in response to suggested humane modifications in research policies.'.r' In reality, neither science nor the world will
come to a tragic end by attempting to
refine, reduce, and replace part or all
of the use of animals in biomedical research, education, and testing.
It would be lamentable if being a
physician or scientist meant that one
could not care deeply about the welfare of sentient beings other than 1mman beings. To those in the animalprotection community, a deep caring
implies more than lip service. It implies placing high priorities on securing humane conditions for animals
even in the face of substantial extra
cost and looking carefully and criti-

cally at projects and areas in which
animal research is highly unlikely to
benefit health, or is grossly inhumane,
and a commitment to call for the cessation of those projects. It implies
placing a high priority on the development of alternatives to animal research, including the creation of incentives for such approaches and the
expenditure of greater time and resources.
For the medical community to respond with reflexive, parochial attacks,
based in part on untenable positions,
is not in the long-term interests of science. Such attacks enable the medical
community to deny the existence of
any problems with the status quo.
Society will be better off when the
biomedical community recognizes the
animal-protection community as an
extension of itself-allowing the alleviation of unnecessary suffering and
death to extend to beings other than
humans. Perhaps then we may realize
the day when scientific investigators
are moved to direct more of their efforts towards developing innovative
and effective alternatives to animal
use rather than innovative and effective ways to avoid changing the status
quo.'
•
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TROPHY
OF DEATH
AT MY SHOT, THE LION ROARS, DROPS AND

flops around. . . . It suddenly collapses
when van Aswegen [the "professional
hunter"} shoots while I am reloading. ...
My bullet has smashed its shoulder, blowing away the top part of its heart and destroying a lung. Tim Aswegen s bullet has
broken the spine. ... I put two more bullets
through its backbone and into the lungs
from behind and above. ... Its boiled-out
skull should rank very high in the SCI [Safari Club International] Record Book of
Trophy Animals.-Bill Quimby, SCI director of publications, in Safari magazine,
January/February 1995

Americans, aided by a lucrative and
growing trophy hunting industry, kill animals for fun and competition a hundred
times a day in countries around the world.
In a new HSUS report on American
"big game" hunting ("Big Game, Big
Bucks: The Alarming Growth of the American Trophy Hunting Industry"), The
HSUS reveals that the number of animals
killed by Americans hunting in other countries is skyrocketing and that endangered
and threatened animals are among those
killed.
The number of animals imported to the
United States as trophies increased from
27,205 in 1990 to 46,582 in 1993, a 71 percent increase (1994 data are incomplete).
More than 1,300 of those imported as trophies in 1993 were endangered or threatened according to standards set by the Endangered Species Act (ESA). This was an
84 percent increase over 1990 figures. Trophies from more than 250 species, more

than 40 of which were endangered or
threatened, were imported during the same
four-year period. Most were killed in the
African nations of Zimbabwe, South
Africa, Tanzania, Botswana, Zambia, and
Namibia, but black bears killed in Canada
rank high in number among the trophies
imported to the United States.
Why are the numbers of American trophies rising? There are several reasons.
The U.S. government increasingly accepts
trophy hunting and trophy imports. Trophy hunting advocacy organizations aggressively
promote trophy hunting to
cash-poor African nations eager to sell trophy permits. Several trophy hunting advocates
have ascended to positions of
power in Congress.
The Clinton administration's position on trophy hunting was revealed in November
1992, when U.S. secretary of
the interior Bruce Babbitt remarked at the
conference of the parties to the Convention
on International Trade in Endangered
Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES)
that trophy hunting in Africa provides a
valuable source of income to African nations and instills a sense of conservation
awareness in the communities where it
takes place. Three months later Secretary
Babbitt supported the auctioning of two
permits to import trophies of threatened
Argali sheep from Kyrgystan and Mongolia. The permits had been granted to the
pro-safari-hunting organization Safari
Club International (SCI).
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Endangered or threatened species, including the elephant, are among those killed by American trophy hunters. Above: Skulls
of waterbuck, buffalo, impala, and zebra are on display at a hunting lodge in Victoria Falls, Zimbabwe.
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The number of elephants killed and imported to the United States as trophies
grew from 62 in 1990 to 416 in 1993. Early
in the decade, trophy-hunted elephants
could be imported from only two countries; now they can be imported from six,
and that number may increase. Botswana
has decided to allow trophy hunting of elephants to resume after more than a decade
of safety for those animals. Kenya, which
has invested heavily in ecotourism, is considering allowing trophy hunting of elephants and other animals, which would
bring that country's twenty-year ban on
such hunting to an end.
Trophy hunting is on the rise, due in
part to trophy hunting advocacy organizations like SCI. Founded in 1971 and based
in Tucson, Arizona, SCI has a small but
wealthy membership of twenty-two thou-

sand. Many are doctors, lawyers, and executives. Fifty-five percent of SCI's members
have an mmual income in excess of
$100,000. SCI's stated purpose is to conserve wildlife and protect the rights of
hunters.
Through its publications and conventions, SCI encourages people to book trophy hunts and helps introduce wealthy
clients to the trophy hunting industry. Its
glossy bimonthly magazine, Safari, contains page after page of advertisements for
trophy hunts; many have grisly photographs of hunters with their kills. The
magazine publishes romantic stories of
hunters' experiences stalking and killing
exotic animals: the near misses, the oneshot kills, the hours or days spent stalking
a wounded animal are described in gory
detail.

Through its lobbying efforts here and
abroad, SCI has successfully promulgated
the idea that trophy hunting is a good way
for developing nations to make money.
Trophy hunters can spend $35,000 to
$50,000 on a hunt. Most of this money
goes to hunting outfitters (the organizers
and guides who run the hunts and are
based in the United States or in other developed nations), not to the people who
live in the region of the hunt itself or to
their government.
In a few cases, trophy hunting income
has trickled down to the community where
the hunting takes place. As a result, the
community has preserved the natural
habitat of its wildlife rather than convert it
to agricultural land. This bucks the current
trend, driven by economic necessity, that
wipes out wildlife or, at the very least,
forces it to relocate.
However, a huge and
expensive infrastructure has been developed to support the
symbiotic relationship
between the trophy
hunters and the communities that benefit
from the hunting. The
two programs most
commonly cited as examples are CAMPFIRE (Communal Areas Management Program for Indigenous
Resources) in Zimbabwe and ADMADE
(Administrative Management Design for
Game Management Areas) in Zambia. The
management infrastructure for these programs is not funded by trophy hunting income but by American taxpayers through a
U.S. agency. (This is an outrageous use of
tax money that HSUS/HSI is trying to
stop.) Funding for CAMPFIRE has come
from a six-year grant of $7.6 million
(1989-1994) from the U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID). USAID
is funding the six-year ADMADE project
for $4.8 million (1990-1995).
By far the most valuable service SCI
has performed for the trophy hunting industry has been conducting elite trophy
competitions. The competitions provide
those who can afford trophy hunting with a
playing field on which to "compete" to kill

the most animals of a particular type (for
example, all the bear species of the world,
or the biggest animals of each species).
The competitions increase the demand for
hunts as hunters seek to advance to the
next level.
To win all of SCI's competitions at the
highest level, a hunter would have to kill at
least 322 animals and spend a great deal of
money on trophy hunting safaris. A trophy
hunting safari in Zambia for the "grand
slam" of the "Africa Big Five" (elephant,
rhino, lion, leopard, and buffalo) would
cost at least $85,000. A similar competition hunting sheep on three continents
would cost at least $185,000. SCI competitions have caused the trophy hunting industry to boom.
One arguable consequence of these programs is that they may drive some people
to commit illegal or unethical activities just
to win. (This is not to say that SCI intends
for its competitions to have that consequence or that SCI is responsible for the illegal acts of its members.) The larger hunting community acknowledges that SCI's
competitions have this effect: an article in
the February 1995 issue of Sports Afield
states that SCI competitions "have spurred
some members to stretch the boundaries of
ethical hunting behavior."
In an all-too-common scenario, lions
and leopards are lured to bait set by
hunters, who shoot the cats from a blind at
night. Such baiting often takes place just
outside the boundaries of national parks; it
is often park animals who are drawn to the
bait. Leopards and lions wounded in night
hunts crawl off into the dark, so hunters
can't follow to finish the kill. In Botswana
an estimated 25 percent of all animals who
are shot and wounded are not caught.
Elephants are also hunted on the periphery of national parks. Outfitters make
clients kill elephants before killing any
other animals in the area, because at the
sound of gunfire, elephants run back to the
protection of the park.
Animals are often shot by trophy
hunters who never leave their vehicles.
Even though this activity is illegal in many
countries, hunt outfitters have been known
to make exceptions for clients in poor
health.
Far from Africa, trophy hunters pursue
polar bears with sled dogs that, having

One of SCI's costly trophy hunting competitions involves hunting sheep, such as this Rocky Mountain bighorn, on three continents. Above: Black bears killed in Canada rank high in number among the trophies imported to the United States.
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brought the hunter to the bear, are cut loose
to bring the bears to bay. Grizzly bears are
hunted with snowmobiles in the spring;
black bears are hunted using bait or radiocollared dogs.
In the quest for a new experience, more
and more trophy hunters use unconventional weapons like bows, muzzle loaders,
and handguns. These instruments often do
not result in a quick kill. In one instance
described in Safari, it took a bow hunter
five arrows shot during a several-hour petiod to kill a wounded, terrified elephant.
Ntunerous wild animal populations are
threatened by the unethical and illegal behavior of trophy hunters. According to a
1993 Cat News account, wildlife filmmaker Derek Joubert knew of 120 lions in the
early 1980s in the Linyanti area of northern
Botswana but had seen only 36 in late
1992. Mr. Joubert estimates that 3, 000 lions have been killed in the area in ten
years. Every year most of the males have
been shot along the Linyanti river front.
When males are killed, their female partners lose their territory and cubs starve.
Mr. Joube11 reports that animal numbers
today in northwestern Botswana are only
one-tenth what they were in the 1970s.
Buffalo have declined steadily from about
250,000 in the 1970s to only 500 today. He
estimates that ten times the number of animals allowed under the license quota had
been killed and that, "with a few exceptions, every hunter who has used this area
has broken the law."
In a January 1991 Audubon magazine
expose of the trophy hunting industry,
wildlife journalist Ted Williams related
perhaps the best-known case of illegal activities by American trophy hunters. The
case came to light as part of a four-year
federal undercover investigation that broke
up a $100 million poaching ring in nineteen states. Although SCI had complained
about the difficulty its constituents had in
obtaining permission to import trophies of
endangered species, certain hunters found
a way around the ESA.
One of the most successful was John
Funderburg, former curator at the North
Carolina Museum of Natural Sciences in
Raleigh, North Carolina. Federal investigators discovered that trophy hunters had donated more than eighteen hundred specimens, with a supposed value of $8.4 mil-

lion, to the Raleigh museum. In return the
trophy hunters got a tax break for donating
the trophies, which occasionally moved
themselves out of the museum back into the
hands of the hunters. Some trophy hunters
had been permitted to kill species legally
off-limits because they had been given "associate curator" status by Mr. Funderburg,
and the trophies were imported ostensibly
for scientific purposes. Mr.
Funderburg, charged with violating the ESA, received a
light sentence-probation and
a $5,000 fine-in exchange
for cooperating with the government. A Chicago appraiser, R. Bruce Duncan, who had
introduced trophy hunters to
the museum curator, got ten
months in prison and a
$30,000 fine.
In another case Richard
Mitchell, then a U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service employee,
advised an SCI director at
large how to manipulate natural history
museums and use foreign museum authorities to import animals on the endangered
species list. Mr. Mitchell's idea was that
SCI members who wanted to hunt endangered species could give the trophies to a
museum in China or a museum in Pakistan
and then set up a swap with SCI's International Wildlife Museum in Tucson. In 1993
Mr. Mitchell was convicted of smuggling
animal trophies into the United States. He
received two years' probation and a $1,000
fine. Also in 1993 big-game hunter and
SCI member Ronald Coleman was convicted and fined $200,000 for poaching a
rare desert bighorn sheep in Mexico and
smuggling the hide and horns into the
United States.
During the 1993-1994 congressional
campaign, SCI donated $47,650 to members of Congress, principally those in the
Congressional Sportsmen's Caucus, a prohunting group. One of Congress's most
avid hunters, Rep. Don Young of Alaska,
who received $4,500 during the campaign,
is chairman of the House Resources Committee, the committee currently considering
reauthorization of the ESA. Last year Representative Young led a successful effort to
amend the Marine Mammal Protection Act
to allow the importation of spm1-hunted

polar bears killed in Canada. Representative Young and other members of Congress
have been lobbied by the governments of
Zimbabwe, Botswana, Malawi, and Namibia and by SCI to delete foreign species from
the ESA or, at least, to exempt the importation of trophy-hunted endangered and
threatened species from the ESA.
On July 20 the Senate Subcommittee on

Drinking Water, Fisheries, and Wildlife
held a special hearing on the ESA that focused on the importation of foreign endangered and threatened species such as those
killed by American trophy hunters. Representatives of the governments of Namibia
and South Africa, as well as the deputy director of Zimbabwe's CAMPFIRE program, testified in favor of changing the
ESA to allow the granting of exemptions
for the importation to the United States of
trophy-hunted endangered and threatened
species. The HSUS also testified, presenting our repm1 on trophy hunting, which
demonstrated to the subcommittee that
even the current ESA allows too many foreign endangered and threatened species to
be imported, and that if anything, the ESA
needs to be strengthened in this area.
Trophy hunting has already caused the
decline and near extinction of a number of
animal species, including the spectacled
bear and the tiger, jaguar, and sable antelope, and continues to threaten countless
others. We hope our report will convince
Congress not to return to the days of unreg•
ulated American trophy hunting.
Teresa M. Telecky, Ph.D., is HSUS directm;
Wildlife Trade Program. Doris Lin was a
summer 1995 HSUS intern.

When male lions are killed, their lionesses lose their territory and cubs starve. Even if some males survive, the stability of the
pride breaks down and breeding stops. Above: The stuffed head of an elephant decorates the wall of a park lodge in Zimbabwe.
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Act prohibits the importation of shrimp
from countries that
do not require devices to protect turtles
(inset) from shrimp
vessels' lethal nets.

GOOD. LAWS
DOOMED?
uring most of last year's de- form of trade penalties (allowing it to
bate over modificationS' to rais~ tariffs, for example) or actual cash
'
the General Agreement on payments.
Tariffs and Trade (GATT), atBut the most controversial element of
tention was focused on broad 'GATT is the creation of the WTO, which
issues· such as the importance of free trade replaces the informal process by which
to an expanding world economy. But previous GATT agreements were enGATT, which Congress ratified in Novem- forced. The WTO is a penna11ent body in
ber 1994, may have serious implications, Geneva with considerable power to force
most of them bad, for animal protection in member nations to comply with the agreethis country and around the world.
ments reached in the so-called Uruguay
The · World Tt:ade Organization Round of GATT negotiations (see sidebar,
(WTO), created this year by the GATT page 33). Previously disputes were decidcontracting parties, is now in a position to ed by a three-member panel, and nations
coerce the United States either to pay that rejected the panel's decision could
tr~de penalties or to amend or repeal. the .block its implementation. Under the new
law that seeks to ensure that fishermen do rules, decisions of th~ dispute panel are
not kill dolphins while trying to reach the automatically adopted sixty days after
tuna that frequently swim beneath them. they are handed down, unles~ there is a
The WTO could tryto invalidate a long consensus among WTO mernbers to relist of U.S. animal-protection laws, in- ject the ruling. Every nation-even the
cluding the Humane Slaughter Act, the ""one that won the ruling-tmist agree that
High Seas Fisheries Enforcement Act, the the panel has ruled it) correctly.
Wild Bird ConservaThe WTO could
tion Act, and the Sea
have sweeping implicaTurtles Act (see sidetions for animal protection. While .the early
bar, page 34).
.
Technically GATT
GATT rounds focused
cannot directly alter
almost exclusively on
(!ny law of one of its
reduci\1g tariffs on cermember nations, but in
tain products, more repractice a GATT cllalcent negotiations have
lenge, or even the
focused on what trade
threat of a challenge,
experts refer to · as
can be enough ··to
o~nontariff barriers to
proinpt a govenm1ent
trade," which have been
to change or repeal its
interpreted to include
animal-protection or
many animal-protecenvironmental· laws.
tion and environmental
Under the new rules, if
laws. For example, a
a law is found to vioCanadian
regulation
late GATT, its offendrequmng that paper
ing provisions must be
products contain local
changed or the injured A GATT challenge to the MMPA (Canadian)
n;;cycled
nation can claim com- could place dolphins dt risk from content has been chalpensation, either in the· the tuna industry.
lenged as a nontariff

D
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trade barrier because :mch t'egulation
makes it more difficult for foreigncompanit<S to compete in the Canadian market.
Groups that advocate protection of animals and the elwironment fear that the
WTO will put trade above the desires-reflected in laws and regulations..--{)f certain
countries to protect animals and the environment ln effect, nations would no ·
longer be allowed to expre~.s their citizens'
wishes if those wishes conflicted with free
trade. Under GATT, countries may regulate product-related producticm or process
methods, which alter the. final product,
~ithout unfairly burdening trade. An example of a product-related method is a
regulation by the European Union (EU)
requiring ·that imported wood be heat
treated to inhibit the spread of parasites.
Non-product-related production or process methods, such as whether a tuna was
caught in a dolphin-safe manner, have not,
been allowed by past GATT panels.
Recent GATT ri.tlings regarding the
U.S. Marine Mammal Protection Act
(MMPA) provide a 'chilling illustration of
this principle. The MMPA, among other
provisions, prohibitS the importation of
tuna caught in ways that loll significant
numbers of dolphins. Fishermen in purHSUS NEWS • Fall .1995

suit of yellowfin tuna, particularly in the
Pacific, have long used so-called purseseine nets, which they set on dolphins in
order to capture the tuna swimming. underneath. Dolphins, however, often become entangled in the nets, which makes
it impossible for them to come to the surface'to breathe; they drown, as a human
would if caught in a similar manner. The
MMPA also. prohibits the importation of
tuna from countties that have not certified
that dolphin-kill rates associated with
their tuna catches fall below a specified
amount
By most measures the MMPA has
been a substantial success-dolphin kills
from tuna fishing have dropped by 97 percent In 1991 and 1994, two GATT panels
ruled that the law violated free trade because it sought to regtilate not the product
(t1lna), but rather how the product was
produced. In essence, the panel ruled that
a can of tuna is a can of tuna, regardless of
the impact on dolphins or the means by
which the nina was obtained, and that the
United States c~mld not discriminate between physically identical tuna products.
While the United States could have
banned all tuna sales in the ccllintry without running afoul of GATT, it could not

discriminate on the basis of l10w the tuna
was caught.
.
.
Many of tlie United States' most important animal-protection laws incorporate

-

GATT: BLUEPRINT
FOR WORLD TRADE

G

ATT is not actually a treaty so
much as it is a set of agreements, covering international
commerce in a wide variety of products, dating to just after World War II.
Currently 128 countries adhere to
GATT, accounting for 90 percent of
world merchandise trade. What the
U.S. Congress approved in 1994 was
the document that emerged from the
latest GATT talks, known as the
Uruguay Round. Named for the country in which the negotiations began in
1986, the Uruguay Round represents
the seventh GATT renegotiation, by far
the most sweeping, covering for the
first time agriculh1ral commodities
and service industries such as banking
and accounting.
D
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non-product-related production or process other nations' laws. In 1993 the United
methods (see sidebar). Not only U.S. laws ·States threatened to challenge a Canadian
ai·e threatened: also at risk are hmnane reg)Ilation that would have prohibited the
laws passed by other nations. A prime ex- impmiation ofU.S: "puppy-mill" dogs inample is the regulation passed by the EU to Canada. As a result of the threat, Canarequiring trappers to stop using the cruel da never implemented its law. Trapping-insteel-jaw leghold trap or else adopt inter- terests in the United States have prompted
Nationally agreed-upon humane trapping our govenm1ent to join with Canada to
standards starting January I, 1995. The protest the EU steel-jaw leghold trap reUnited States and Canada objected, and as strictions. The office of the U.S. trade repa result, the EU has postponed its import resentative has told several members of
Congress that it will file a GAJ:T chalrestrictions at least until 1996.
· In some cases it is the U.S. govermnent lei1ge to the EU regulation if the regulation
that is using GATT to try to strike down is not modified to allow the impmiation of

WHAT LAWS
ARE AT RISK?

G

ATT's failure to protect so-called
"non-product-related production
or process standards" could
cause many of our animal-protection
laws to be found in violation of fair-trade
standards. Among those in peril are:
• The Marine Mammal Protection Act.
This law prohibits the importation of
fish or fish products that have been
caught with purse seines (nets) and that
result in dolphin deaths. Such fishing
methods have proven fatal to hundreds
of thousands of dolphins in the past
twenty years. At the time of the recent
challenge, the law set quotas on dolphin

Sulphur-crested cockatoos are aided
by the Wild Bird Conservation Act.
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deaths and barred the importation of tuna from countries that didn't meet the
quota.
• The Wild Bird Conservation Act of
1992. This law prohibits the importation
of endangered or threatened exotic bird
species. It also permits the United States
to set quotas on the importation of certain bird species and to ban the importation of all birds~both wild-caught and
domestic-bred-from countries that do
not implement a management program
that provides for conservation of the
species and its habitat.
• The High Seas Driftnet Fisheries Enforcement Act of 1992. This law prohibits the importation of all fish, fish
products, and sport fishing equipment
from any country that violates the UN
moratorium on large-scale drift-net fishing on the high seas.
• The Sea Turtles Act. This law prohibits
the importation of shrimp and shrimp
products from countries that do not have
an adequate sea-turtle conservation program and that do not require the use of
turtle-excluder devices on their shrimp
vessels.
• The African Elephant Conservation
Act. This law prohibits the importation
of raw or worked ivory from any producing country that does not have an adequate elephant conservation program in
place. On June 9, 1989, the act placed an
import ban on all African elephant ivory.
• The Federal Hurnane Slaughter Act.
This law prohibits the importation of
meat from countries that do not use
methods of slaughter recognized as 1mmane by the United States.
D

U.S. pelts caught in leghold traps. This is
patiicularly galling, because if the leghold
trap regulation is found to violate GATT, it
would be for the sani.e reasons that the
MMPA was considered a restraint on
trade. Thus, the U.S. government would be
undennining its rationale for protecting
the MMPA from attack under GATT.
These problems could only worsen under the auspices of the WTO. Unlike international bodies such as the United Nations (UN), the WTO's proceedings will
not necessarily be conducted openly. It
is not yet clear what smi of access 1mmane, environmentai,. and other nongovermnental organizations (NGOs) will
be granted to WTO deliberations and decisions. Currently the th,ree-member dispute panels must be comprised of trade
expe1is, with no provision for submission.
of friend-of-the-court briefs or other input
from animal-protection or environmental
experts. This closed-door policy has particularly dire implications for matters of
animal protection, where only ptiblic
opinion can successfully battle private
business interests.
The HSUS has lobbied domestically
and internationally to allow NGOs to observe and participate in WTO processes,
to obtain and have input into the creation
of working documents, and to join dispute-resolution panels whenever an environmental-, consumer-, or animal-protec-.
tion law is challenged: Although HSUS
action in conce1i with other U.S. NGOs
had inspired the office of the U.S. trade
representat~ve to push for increased openness in Geneva, it is unclear how open oi:
"transparent" the WTO actually will be.
The United States is also pressiqg. environmental concerns through a new trade
and enviromnent committee set up by the
WTO. While f1:ee trade is arguably a benefit to the world economy, GATT has no
business interfering with legitimate environmental, wildlife, and conservation
laws. It is up to the world community that
has battled so hard for laws to protect animals and the environment .to see that its
work is not sacrificed on the altar of global economics.-Patricia A. Forkan, senior
vice president, HSI. Ms. Forkan serves on
the US. Trade and Enviromf1ent Policy
Advismy Committee. Leesteffj; Jenkins,
Esq., HSUS legal advism; contributed to
this artie!e.
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ters have become polluted. Overlishing contributed to Canada's
1994 moratorium on
the taking of cod,
which eliminated more
than sixty thousand
jobs in villages (inset)
that depend upon
fishing income.

A HIGH SEAS
SHOWDOWN

T

he latest round in the ongoing
fishing dispute between Canada and the European Union
(EU) has led to a dramatic
confrontation on the high
seas. In March an armed Canadian fisheries vessel slashed fishing nets. and
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seized a Spanish trawler and its crew in a
dispute over Spain's overfishing of turbot
stocks located just outside Canadian terri·
torial waters.
While Spain retaliated by threatening
to file charges at the In.temational Court
of Justice in the Hague, the Netherlands,

other member states of·the EU, such as the
United Kingdom, have openly supported
Canada's position, accusiilg Spain of carrying out destructive overfishing practices
in European waters. Although Spain and
Canada subsequently worked out an
agreement in pri~1ciple, it has been impossible to enforce.
Last year Canada declared a moratori-,
um on the taking of cod stocks, which
eliminated more than sixty thousand jobs
unlikely ever to'be restored. In declaring
the moratorium, the government has
shown its willingness to take responsibility for its role in decimating the commercial stocks.
The damage to fish stocks in Canadian
waters is a symptom of a much greater
global problem. Coastal and inshore waters have been polluted, their environmei1ts degraded, and their resource,s exhausted. Human demands upon the marine environment will continue to increase
in an exponential fashion, and by the year
35
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2000, as many as two-thirds of the world's
six billion people . could_ live .i_n. these
_
coastal zones.
HSI (Canada) has publicly reaffirmed
its support uf the Canadian government's
position and said it will continue its ef-

forts to urge a peaceful resolution to the
overfishing dispute. We suppol}: the de~
velopment of a global ·oceans strategy
that ·would attempt ·to address these serious issues.
The single greatest underlying cause .9f

Australia's water-loving platypus is one of
only three species of
egg-laying mammals
in the world. A national campaign has
assured that, for the
time being, the platypus will not be exported for public display.

the harni we inflict upon the life-giving
waters· of our planet is the long tradition
of free and open access to the sea. It is a
tradition we can no longer afford.
-Michael 0 'Sullivalt, directm~ HSI
(Canada)

OHSICANADA
CRACKDOWN IN
BRITISH COLUMBIA

part by an earlier undercover operation $10,000 and those convicted of subsemounted by investigators from HSUS/ quent offenses can be fined up to
HSI and the Investigative Network (IN) $20,000.
-a Washington, D.C.-based group that
Some provinces, such as the Northildlife authmities in British investigates violations of U.S. and inter- west Tenitories, Quebec, and Nova ScoColumbia announced in July a national environmental and animal-pro- tia, still allow trade in bear gallbladders,
major crackdown on individu- tection laws-that had revealed that thir- despite evidence that the legal trade is
als suspected of illegally trading in teen out of twenty traditi.i:mal Asian used to launder illegally taken gallbladwildlife. They seized 191 animal prod- pharmacies in the city of Vancouver . ders from other provinces. In Ontario leucts-bear gallbladders, elephant hides, were offering bear gallbladders for sale. gal loopholes render the law virtually untiger parts, and musk-deer glands-with One admitted to obtaining bear gallblad- enforceable.
an estimated value of several hundred ders directly from poachers. In 1992
There is a price on the head of every
thousand dollars. Forensic tests are being British Columbia banned possession of living bear. The trade is already causing
conducted to confirm the identification bear gallbladders; paws, and other parts the extinction of wild bears in Asia.
of the items seized and several people in light of growing evidence of poaching Asian nations will only work with us to
have been charged under the province's conducted specifically to fuel this trade.
protect the world's bears if we send them
Just one week prior to the raid, British a clear and unequivocal message: Canawildlife act.
A specially trained dog-believed to Columbia doubled the penalties for dian bears are not for sale. This illegal
be the only one of its kind-was used to poaching and trading in bear parts and trade reinforces the need for the speedy
other illegal hunting practices. First-time passage of a Canadian Endangered
detect the bear gallbladders.
The wildlife bust was facilitated in offenders now can be fined up to Species Act, proposed by Deputy Prime
Minister and Environment Minister
Sheila Copps, which is currently under
discussion by government officials.
The Bear Protection Act was recently
introduced in the U.S. Congress, the Senate version (S. 968) by Sen. Mitch McConnell Jr. of Kentucky and the House
version(H.R. 2240) by Rep. John Pmier
of Illinois (see the Summer 1995 HSUS
News). The bills would stop the impmi,
expmi, sale, purchase, and possession
with intent to sell in interstate commerce
bear viscera or products that contain--or
claim to contain-bear viscera. The bills
would also call on the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service to initiate international
efforts to protect bears. This is impmiant
legislation that deserves our full
support.-Michael 0 'Sullivan, directm;
HSI (Canada), and Teresa M. Telecky,
The Canadian and U.S. governments are seeking legislative and legal Ph.D., HSUS directm; Wildlife Trade
means by which to protect black bears from exploitation for their body parts. Program

W
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pus, stated that "tliere is high probability
that the [shipped] animals will die as a result of the two-way transfer between
[Australia's] Taronga [Park Zoo] and
[Japan's] Uneo Zoo," ahd.that "~round 70
percent of animals brought into zoos from
the wild die within their first year in captivity." Worst of all, while .Taronga Park
·Zoo claim~d to want to export these animals for conservation reasons, the primary motive appeared to be public display to
~raise money-a fund to handle .the monies
corning from Japan was set up by the Sydney and TokY,o governrnents, and the expo
was described as an opportunity to raise
funds from ~he international community.
The Australian Nature> Conservation
Agency was the first to annoupce in the
national press ·a call for public comments
on the proposal to expmi the platypuses.
HSI (Atlstralia) mounted a national campaign to oppose the proposal, sending action alerts to all animal-protection and
conservation groups iii Australia arid undertaking a significant pn:ss campaign.
The ~esponse. to our efforts was over'whelrilingly positive.
The campaign brought tlS into direct
conflict with the Taronga Park Zoo, considered by niany to be Australia's: ·best.
The besieged zoo defended its decision to
export-the pl<,ttypuses despite all the opposition marshaled through the media.
Eventually HSI (Australia) received
promises to deny approval for. export both
from officials in governrilent and from
those contending for power in an tlpcoming. election. We macle it clear that if approval for export war granted we would
take legal action iri the fede)'al courts.
Meanwh,ile we maintained our vigorous
national-arid regional-press campaign
against the transfer.
On April 19, 1995, th~ new state minmercia! export of live animals. A govern~ ister for the environment, Pam Allen, anment proposal to ship three or four live nounced the cancellation of plans to explatypuses to Japan ·for the World City port the platypuses to Japan.
E?Cposition in October 1996 would have
Although she 'Said she would enter into
precipitated the first live platypus export loan arrangements with zoos around the
since the passage of the Wildlife Protec- w()rld for other species,. she said that ~'the
tion Act in 1982. In 1993 former Aus- government will always place the welfaretralian premier John Fahey promised the of the animals as the paramount consider· governor of Tokyo live platypuses for the ation." HSI (Australia). has asked Ms.
Japanese expo;'That promise set a tenible Allen to make it state policy to prohibj1:
precedent for Australia's animals.
the export of platypuses and koalas to forTom Grant, Ph.D., Australia's leading eign zoos.-Michael Kennedy, directm;
expeti on the conservation of the platy- HSI (Australia)

HSIAUSTRALIA

PLATYPUSES
STAY HOME

H

SI (Australia) has been at
the forefront of a successful national campaign to
stop the exploitation of one
of the world's most amaz-,
ing animals, the platypus.·
About half the size of a household cat,
the platypus is fartto~s for its duck-like
bill, a flexible and ·sensitive structure that
assists the animal in its search for food.
The plqtypus is found in the wild only in
Australia.
Australia has long banned the com-
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D. HSUS BABY ANIMALs WAIL CALENDAR
12 full-color in1ages of some of the most lovable
baby at1imals you've ever seen make this 1996
12-month calendar irresistible. 12" x 12".
5D-508 $9.99 (Members $8.99)

H, J, K. HSUS WAIL CALENDARS
Wl1ether you wat1t dogs, cats or horses, you
are sure to find a calendar you'll enjoy looki11g
at for all of 1996. Each 16-month calendar is
printed on 100% recycled paper and features
13 captivati11g full color itnages. Made ill the
USA. 12" x 11".
$10.99 (Members $9.99)
5B-530 Horses
5B-520 Dogs
5B-510 Cats

E. HSUS YEAR-IN-A-Box CALENDARS
These 1996 daily calendars feature color
photos of a full year's wotth of cat1ines or
felines. Includes helpful pet care tips and
interesting facts. 6" x 5".
$9.99 (Members $8.99)
Cats 5B-560
Dogs 5B-570

A. ANIMALs: IT's THEm WoRLD Too
T-SHmT
If you're looking for a way to show your
love of animals, this 100% cotton crewneck T-shirt will suit you to a tee! Green.
Made in the USA. S (34-36); M (38-40);
L ( 42-44); XL ( 46-48)
4A-619 $12.50 (Members $11.00)

F. CAT LoVERS T-SHffiT
Show your love of cats by wearing
this purnfectly designed shitt for
The HSUS. Made in the USA of 100%
cotton. Printed on back: "At1imals ...
It's Their World Too." White.
M (38-40), L (42-44), XL ( 46-48)
5R-628 $19.95 (Members $17.95)

B. FRIENDS T-SHffiT
Be up front about your love for companion
animals with tl1is 100% cotton crew-neck
T-shirt. White with multi-colored artwork
by Min1i Vang Olsen. Pre-shrunk. Made in
the USA. S (34-36); M (38-40); L ( 42-44);
XL (46-48)
4A-628 $13.35 (Members $12.00)

M. DoG MoNTAGE UMBRELLA
The next titne it rai11s cats and dogs, you'll
be ready with tl1is generously sized umbrella.
With its fancifi!l multi-dog pattern, it is truly
a breed apmt! 48" open.
Wood shaft. Burgundy.
4S-006 $25.95
(Members $22.95)

L

Also available: 15"
folding automatic
umbrella. 43" open.
Rlack plastic
l.wnclle.

4S-016
$22.95
(Members
$19.95)

':.....tlll..,;,;_":i';.i":"'
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G. DoG LoVERS T-SHmT

FREE with $50 Purchase

A delightful tribute to our cat1ine
friends, this exclusive tee is sure to
have everyone barking with approval.
Made in the USA of 100% cotton.
Printed on back: "Animals .. .It"s Their
World Too." Natural. M (38-40),
L ( 42-44), XL ( 46-48)
5R-638 $19.95 (Members $17.95)

c. DOLPHIN PLUSH
You'll flip for tl1is playful plush dolphin.
Cute and cuddly ... and oceans offl.m!
An adorable playmate for kids of all ages.
12". Also available to purchase.
4M-317 $15.95 (Members $14.00)

CALL TOLL FREE

1·800·486·2630
Mon.-Sat., Bam-midnight, Sun. 9am-10pm, EST

""·~.l. "".'""

G

L.

NEW! VINTAGE NoTE CARDs

Enjoy the thit·d edition of 20 assorted blank note
cat·ds and envelopes. Perfect for any occasion,
tl1is set contai11s a mix of contemporary and
arcl1ival black-and-wl1ite photography featuring
the close bond between people and at1imals.

CALL TOLL FREE

5 X7

Mon.-Sat., Bam-midnight, Sun. 9am-10pm, EST
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SE-542 $18.95 (Members $16.95)

lo800o486o2630

N. CoFFEE MuG
Show your support of the at1imal protection
effcnts of The HSUS with tl1is 11-mmce ceratllic
mug featuring seal, dog, cat, and cow faces.
Makes a great gift! Wl1ite with 4-color images.
41-411 Mug $9.95
(Members $8.95)
41-414 Setof
Four $37.95

R. WOLVES IN
YElLOWSTONE

Help Us Free Willy!
P. "Keiko," the orca who
captured our hearts as the
star of Free Willy, will
soon be on his way to
freedom, thanks to the
Free Willy Foundation.
You can help by
"adopting" Keiko.
Adoption kit includes
a movie poster,
quarterly newsletter, bumper sticker
adoption certificate and much
more! All proceeds will go to
the Free Willy
Foundation.
5A-502 $21.25

Ymmgsters will be enchanted
by the tme adventures of
wolves who are reintroduced
into Yellowstone National Park.
The set includes a 32-page hardcover picture book, a 10-minute
audiocassette narrated by Tom
Chapin and a wolf plush toy.
Item 5F-318
Set $39.95
(Members
$35.95)

S. HORSE LoVERS T-SIDRT
You won't hear any "nays" when you wear this
exclusively designed tee for The HSUS. Made in
the USA of 100% cotton. Printed on back:
"Animals .. .It's Their World Too." Natural.
M (38-40), L (42-44), XL (46-48)
5R-644 $19.95 (Members $17.95)
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YO~R FiNANCIAL
INSTITUTION
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Q.

HOLIDAY

CAlms

Our exclusive holiday cards
feature magnilicent wildlife
photographs and are printed
on recycled paper using soybased inks. 15 cards and
envelopes per box. 5" x 7".
Inside message: May the joy
and Peace of tbis Holiday
Season be Reflected in our
Goodwill Toward All Creatures.
$10.95 (Members $10.00)
4E-560
5E-510
5E-500
4E-541
4E-580
4E-520

OU SAVE LIVES ..

Cougar
Bison
Goose
Bald Eagle
Bobcat
Gray Wolf

T.HOPE

The tme stmy of a factory faJ.m pig who is rescued
by TI1e Fann Sanctuary and given a new chance at
life. TI1e set includes a 32-page hardcover picture
book, a 10-minute audiocassette narrated by
Tom Chapin and a plush toy of Hope.
5F-321 Set $39.95 (Members $35.95)
You're sure to stay
dry under our newest
creation. Four colorful
canines are pictured with
their personalities shining
through. 44" open. Automatic.
Black plastic handle. Teal.
5S-005 $25.95 (Members $22.95)
Also auailable: 15 Jolding autonzatic unzbrella.
43" open Black plastic band/e.
11

5S-015 $22.95 (Members $19.95)

HSUS Checks help protect wildlife and
companion animals worldwide. Each order
contributes to The Humane Society of the United
States' efforts to speak for animals since they
cannot speak for themselves.
Each check depicts an endearing creature with
a message to encourage humane behavior
each time you write a check.
HSUS Checks are printed on recycled paper with
vegetable-based soy ink to help preserve our
environment. They meet national standards for
quality and are guaranteed to work at your
financial institution.
When you choose HSUS Checks there's nothing
to lose - and a whole world to gain.

All four scenes
Single or duplicate checks
Transaction register
Vinyl HSUS cover
· FR.t~it Elegant Lettering

!lli_w TO ORDER
HSUS CHECKS:

0 Complete the attached order form.
0 Include an original REORDER FORM
or VOIDED CHECK from your existing
supply (indicate any changes).
0 Include a DEPOSIT TICKET for
this account.
0 Include check or credit card PAYMENT
for your purchase. (Make checks payable
to Affinity Products).

0 Enclose all the above items in an
envelope and mail to:
USUS Checks
c/o Affinity Products
P.O. Box 59165
Minneapolis, MN 55459-0165
20 percent of your order goes to support HSliS. Orders
shipped to address printed on check, unless otherwise
specified. Allow 3-4 weeks for delivery. For your protection.
we will accept written orders only. We reserve the right not
to process incomplete orders. For more information, call
us toll-free at 1-800-327-7123.7 am to 7 pm Central Time.
Ask for your HSUS Specialist.

Name _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
Day p h o n e _ . : ( ' - - - - - ' - - - - - - - - - - - - - Start my checks with # _ _ _ _ _ (We'll use 10(11 if not specified.)

Char~e my account: 0 VISA® 0 Ivl'llterCan

0 Check enclosed

Parahlclnt\!Tinilyl'roducts

CreditCatt!Acct. # - - - - - - - - - - - - Exp.llate_Cardholdei"s Signature _ _ _ _ _ __

SELECT AN ELEGANT LETTERING STYLE:
0 Qyi[{
1En~Jlhd1

o ODlll

0 PROFESSIONAL

0.'/:u;t

0 Bzushstzoke

0 Graphic

5380-77631

DUPLICATE CHEC

ONE-PART CHECKS

0

200 ($14.95) 1 box

0

400 ($29.90) 2 boxes

0

600 ($44.85) 3 boxes

0
0
0

150 ($16.95) 1 bm

300 ($33.90) 2 bm

450 ($50.85) 3 bm

Check Suhtuml $ - - - - Shipping & Handling $ _ _ _ __
(add $.95 per hux)

~ IPRIOIUI'f MIJIL $3. so - - - (Optional)

Add 7% Sales Tax $ _ _ _ __
Grand Total $ - - - - -

(Make checks payable to Affinity Products.)

Mail to: Affinity Products
P.O. Box 59165, Minneapolis, MN 55459-0165
Thank )'Ott for supporting The Humane Societ)' of the United Stat1
with ·your order.

Met~.od

.of Payment:

Signature _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _~
Name-'---------------~

Address - - - - - - - - - - - - 1
Ci~------------------------~---c~~
All orders must be prepaid; checks payable to '
Free Willy Foundation, c/o The HSUS, 2100 I,

